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ARTICLE: XVIII. 


Carott Siconit MurTinensis Opera 
omnia, edita & inedita, cum notis va- 
tiorum illuftrium Virorum; Tt eyufdem 
Vita a Cu. V. Lup. ANTONIO Mura- 
TORIO, Sereniffimi Ducis Mutinz Bibli- 
othecario confcripta. PHiLippus AR- 
GELATUs Bononienfis nunc primum col- 
legit, fuafque Animadverfiones in aliquot 
Sigonii Opufcula adjecit, nec non Indici- 
bus locupletiflimis exornavit. ‘Tomus I. 


That is, 


The Works of CHARLES SiGONIUS, 
publifved by Puitie ARGELATI of Bo- 
logna, with the Life of the Author; 
written by Luwis ANTHONY Mura- 


TorI. Vol.I. Fol. ‘Printed at Mi- 
lan. 17332. 


HE Works of Sigonius are fo vaftly 
ufeful, I had almoft faid neceffary to 


alk thofe, who would have a perfect 


Knowledge of Hiftory, that the Publick can- 
not but be extremely obliged to the learned 
Philip Argelatt, who intends to publifh all the 
Works of Sigonius, which were become very 
No. XXII. 1733. Z fearcé, 
You. IV ' 
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icarce. The firft Volume, which is now pub- 
lifhed, fufficiently fhews the Editor is every 
way qualified for the Task he undertakes. He 
gives us in his Preface an account of what he 
has performed in this Volume, and of what he 
intends to do in the following. 

Tue Works of Sigonius have been printed 
feveral times ; but if the printed Editions only 
had been followed, we fhould not have had all 
the Works of that celebrated Author ; fince 
feveral of them had never been publifhed, and 
lay hid in fome Libraries of Italy: Mr. Argelati 
has fpared no Pains nor Coft to get all thofe 
Manufcripts, and he tells us that he has been 
juccefsful in his refearches; fo that we may be 
{ure to have a compleat Edition of all Sigonius’s 
Works*; tho’ Mr. Argelati fays, that for fome 
reafons he cannot yet give us the Titles of the 
Manutcripts he intends to publifh. 

He has prefixed to this Volume the Life of 
Sigonius, which Mr, Muratori wrote at his re- 
queft; we’ll give an account of it hereafter. 
Next follow the Fa/ti Confulares; and, .becaufe, 
fince the time of Sigonius, feveral Difcoveries 
and Obfervations have been made upon that 
Subject, which fhew that Sigonius was fometimes 
miftaken, it was neceflary to make fome Re- 
marks upon his Fafti, The learned and reverend 
F.D. Fofeph Maria Stampa has took that Task 
upon him: he has collected the Obfervations ot 
the moft famous Criticks, ndmely of Petavius, 
Pighius, and Almelaveen, to correct the Fafti of 
Sigonius, from the time of Romulus, to that of 
Fulius Cefar ; and from thattime, to the Death 
of Augujtus, he has made ufe of Mediobardus, Pagi, 

: Tillemont, 


* Except perhaps his Ecclefiaftical Hiftory. See hereafter, 
Page 318, ies $ 
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Tillemont, and Blanchini: from the Death of 
Augufius, to the Year of Chrift 146, he has 
follow’d Cardinal Noris; and laftly, from the 
Year 146, to 284, the famous Peter Reland has 
been his Guide. But he does not follow his 
Authors fo {crupuloufly, as never to diflent 
from them ; for he fometimes takes the liberty 
to confute them by his own Obfervations. And 
as in order to fettle the Chronology, it was ne- 
ceffary to enlarge upon fome particular Points, 
Father Stampa has interwoven his Notes with 
feveral Differtations. 1. Concerning the Year 
in which Rome was built, and that in which the 
Confuls were firit eftablifhed; of the Divifion 
of the Year in Months and Days, made by Ro- 
mulus, alter’d by Numa, and corrected by the 
Decemviri, &c. 2. Concerning the Spoils or 
Booty taken from the Enemy, and concerning 
the general Affemblics or Comitia of the Romans: 
alfo concerning the different Opinions of Chro- 
nologers, about the manner in which Rome was 
firft peopled, atid their way of reckoning the 
Year. He has alfo inferted fome other Differ- 
tations concerning the Year in which Chrift was 
born, and that, in which he began to preach 
after his Baptifm; concerning his laft Paffover, 
and the time he lived upon Earth, which he 
maintains, was thirty-three Years, Thefe Dif- 
fertations of Father Stampa are joined with his 
Notes, and are put under the Text of Sigonius. 
Father Stampa has alfo added a Continuation to 
the Fa/fti of Sigonius, fince the Death of Auguftus, 
where Sigonius ends, to the time of the Empe- 
rors Dioclefian and Maximian, where Sigonius 

begins his Hiftory of the weftern Empire. 
Tue Books of Sigonius, concerning the 
weftern Empire, have been illuftrated by Fa- 
2 ther 
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ther D. Fanuarius Salinas, a Man_perfeétly 
{killed in the Hiftory, and Laws of the Ro- 
mans: He has alfo took care to diftinguifh the 
Orthodox Councils from the unlawful Meetings 
of the Hereticks. Thus much for the firft 
Volume, and the Works which are now pub- 
lifhed. 

Tue fecond Volume will contain the twenty 
Books of Sizonius De Regno Italie ; that valuable 
Work will be rendred much more ufeful by 
the Cares of Mr. Argelati himfelf, and of Fofeph 
Anthony Sexius, Keeper of the Ambrofian Li- 


‘brary at Modena, ‘This Library has furnithed 


him with a great many ancient Records, which 
were unknown to Sigonius. He will alfo make 
ule of feveral Charters and Diplomas, fome of 
which have never yet been printed: The Col- 
lection of the Italian Hiftorians has alfo been a 
great help to him, for illuftrating that particu- 
lar Work of Sigonius. 

Mr. Argelati tells us, that he does not yet 
know in what order the other Works of Sigo- 
nius will be placed ; but he affures us, that they 
will come out with the Notes and Obfervations 
of the Learned, either already printed, or in- 
tirely new: and particularly to the following 
Books of Sigonius, viz. De Antiquo jure Civium 
Romanorum, Italie, ac Provinciarum, «8 Dr 
Comitiis, De binis Comitiis © Lege Curiata, will 
be added Prolegomena by Horatio Blanci, and 
a continual Commentary by Zohn Madernus, as 
alfo all the Notes and Obfervations that are to 
be found in Gruter’s Thefaurus Antiquitatum Ro- 
manarum. The Editor alfo informs us, thata 
very learned Man, but too modeft to permit 
that his Name fhould be publifhed, has took 

care 
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are to illuftrate Sigonius’s Books, De Athenien- 
fium {8 Lacedemoniorum Temporibus. 

Sigonius has alfo written a Work on the Re- 
publick of the Hebrews, and Commentaries on 
Sulpicius Severus: thefe were printed in his Life- 
time ; he alfo wrote the Hiftory of the Chriftian 
Church, in eight Books ; it is probable this laft 
Work has never been printed, for Mr. Argelati 
fays, he wifhes he may find it; if he does, he 
intends to print it with the two laft mentioned, 
in a Volume apart, and to illuftrate them all 
along with Obfervations: Mr. Mafei takes upon 
him to write the Notes upon the Books con- 
cerning the Republick of the Hebrews. The 
fame learned Gentleman will alfo add to Sigo- 
nius’s Commentary on Sulpicius Severus, all fuch 
Notes and Obfervations of other Commentators, 
as are any ways ufeful or material, corrected 
and improved by himfeif. 

Tue facred and the profane Hiftory of Bo- 
logna, written by Sigonius, will alfo be printed 
in this. Edition, with explanatory Notes; Fa- 
ther dloifius Rabbi has undertaken to illuitrate 
the facred Hiftory, and Mr. dlexander Machiavel, 
a learned Civilian, the Profane. 

Mr. Argelati himfelf, as he very modeftly 
tells us, has endeavoured to illuftrate the Lite 
of Andrew Doria, written by Sigonius, by adding 
to ic Copies of the feveral Treaties of Peace and 
other publick Tranfactions relating to that 
Prince: Thefe Copies have been communicated 
to our Editor, by Mr. Nicholas Dominicus Mu- 
tius. Mr. drgelati has allo added fome Re- 
marks borrowed from the Latin and Greek 
Authors, to Sigonius’s Lite of Emilius Scipio. 

FINALLY, there is a Book intitled Fudicium 
dz Romane Hiftsrie Scriptoribus, which has been 

Z 3 alcribed 
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afcribed to Sigonius. Mr, Argelati tells us he 
has examined that Book carefully, and will 
print it with his Opinion, and with thofe of 
feveral learned Men: And to render all the 
Works of Sigonius more ufeful, he has added 
to it feveral Maps, and large Indexes at the end 
of each Book. 

WE come now to the Life of Sigonius, being 
perfuaded that the Publick will be pleafed to 
find here an Account of that Great and Learned 
Man, He was born at Modena in the Year 
1523 or 1§24. He ftudied Greek under Fran- 
cifcus Portus, one of the moft learned Men at 
that time, and Father of the famous Emilius 
Portus. Sigonius being fixteen Years old, was 
fent by his Father to Bologna, where he applied 
himfelf to Logick and Philofophy ; he ftudied 
alfo Phyfick in that celebrated Univerfity : but 
he did it rather to comply with his Father’s 
defire, than to follow his own Inclination ; and 
when he was a little above twenty Years of 
Age, he left off the Study of Phyfick, and 
was received in the Houfe of Cardinal Grima- 
no, Patriarch of Aquileia, with whom he ftayed 
but a few Months, For, taking a turn to Mo- 
dena in the Year 1545, either to fettle fome 
Family Affairs, or, which is more probable, 
being fecretly invited by his Friends there ; 
they prevailed with him to flay in that City, 
where he was made a Prof:flor of the Greek 
Tongue, in the room of Francis Portus, who 


“had been elected Profefior in the Univerfity 


of Ferrara, But as Sigonius was in a manner 

ingaged with Cardinal Grimano, the Magi- 

{trates of Modena thought it their Duty to write 

a Letter to that Cardinal, acquainting him 

that they prevailed with Sigonius to ftay with 
2 


3 them, 
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them, and that they hoped the Cardinal would 
not be offended at it. He anfwer’d them ina 
very obliging manner, that he gave his confent 
to what they had done ; he alfo beftows a very 
great Encomium on Sigonius. 

Sigonius being now Profeffor in his native 
Country, with a handfome Salary, applied 
himfelf very earneftly to his Study ; and all the 
time he could fpare after his publick and private 
Lectures, he fpent it in illuftrating ancient Hi- 
ftory. He was affifted in this by Lewis Ca/tel- 
velro, a Citizen of Modena, famous by his 
learned Works. 

Tue firft Book Sigonius wrote, was the Life 
of Cornelius Scipio Aimilianus ; this he compofed 
in his younger Years, but Cafelvetro advifed 
him not to publifh it yet. Sigonius complied 
with his Friend’s advice, but he had foon reafon 
to repent it: For Axthonio Bendinello hearing 
that Sigonius had attempted to write Scipio’s 
Life, went upon it himfelf, and finifhed it in a 
hittle time, fo that he publifhed it at Florence in 
the Year 15493 which for that time at Jeaft 
render’d Sigonius’s Labours entirely ufelefs : 
However, fome time after he publifhed his Life 
of Scipio; whereupon he was accufed by Ben- 
dinello himfelf of Plagiarifm, as though he had 
borrowed all his Materials from that Author, 
In his Defence, he appeals to both thefe Lives, 
and defires that they might be compared, being 
confident that whoever compares his Life of 
Scipio with that of Bendinello, will be fatisfied 
that he did not copy after Bendinello , he adds, 
that what he wrote of Scipio was exceedingly 
admired by Peter Francis Contartno, a Man of 
great Learning and Judgment. 

Z4 Sigonius 
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Sigonius did foon convince the World that 
he was capable of greater Performances, in 
which he could not be liable to the Accufation 
of Plagiarifm. He publithed the Commen- 
taries on the Faj?i and Yriumths of the Roman 
Commonwealth, trom the building of Rome, to 
the time of Tiberius: Theie Commentaries were 
firft printed at Afcdena in 1550, dedicated to 
Hercules 11. Duke of Ferrara; they were after- 
wards reprinted with Additions in 1556, de- 
dicated to Lawrence Pricla, Doge of Venice: 
they have been fince printed at Baf fil in 1559, 
and at other Places feveral times. “This Work 
of Sigsnius gave him a wonderful Reputation 
amongit ali the Learned ; and indeed ’tis one 
of the moft ufeful Books that are extant, to 
underftand thoroughly the Roman Hiftory. 

Sigonivs had been aloft feven Years Profeffor 
of the Greek Tongue at Modena, when the 
Senate of Venice refolved to have that learned 
and famous Man in their City: accordingly, 
in the beginning of November, in the Year 1552, 
Sigouius went to Venice, and was inftalled the 
fourth of the fame Month by a Decree of the 
Senate; fucceeding, not Bapti/t Egnatius, as De 
Jou writes, but Francis Kobort: lio, who had 
been promoted to the Profefforthip i in the Uni- 
verlity of Padua. 

Sigonius’s Task at Venice was to teach Rhe- 
torick and Eloquence, which he did with a 
general Applaufe ; and every Year he delivered 
publickly an Oration or Harangue on fome 
curious Subject: feven of thefe Orations written 
in a very fluent Stile, are printed amongtt his 


Works. In the Year 1553, he publifhed a: 


Book, intitled, De Nominibus Romanorum, Of 
ipe Names of the Romans; and in 1555, he 
printed 
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printed his Scholia on Livy, in which he illu- 
{trates the Roman Hiftory, and corrects the 
Errors of Livy himfelf, or of his Tranfcribers, 
Thefe Works of Sigonius gave rife to a very 
bitter Difpute, which lafted feveral Years be- 
tween him and Robortello, This laft was in- 
deed a Man of great Parts, and very learned: 
but it appears by what he wrote againft Era/- 
mus, Egnatius, Alciat, and other famous Men 
of his time, that he was fway’d, not by Emula- 
tion, but by Envy ; magnifying to the utmoft 
his own Writings, and defpifing and underva- 
luing thofe of others. He would fain have 
made the whole learned World believe that he 
alone had Wit and Judgment; that he alone 
could make new and wonderful Difcoveries ; 
and that thofe were guilty of the higheft Crimes, 
not only who dared to differ from Kim in Opi- 
nion, but who did not beftow upon him and 
his Writings the moft exorbitant Praifes. He 
grieved to fee that Sigonius, who was but a 
young Man ftill, fhould be preferred to him, a 
Man of Years, not only with regard to claffical 
Learning and Eloquence, bur alio with regard 
to the ripenefs and folidity of his Judgment. 
This induced him upon all occafions te criticife 
Sigonius’s Works, and to calumniate the Author 
himfelf. Sigonius not being able to bear this 
Ufage any longer, publifhed two Books of E- 
mendations, Libros Emendationum, and dedi- 
cated them to Bernardo Naugerio, a Senator of 
Venice, who was afterwards promoted to the 
Dignity of a Cardinal. In thefe Books, Sigonius 
vindicates his own Learning, and falls very 
heavily upon Robortello ; he alfo took that Op- 
portunity to anfwer to Henry Glareanus, who 
had attacked his Notes upon Livy, Thus the 
mifunder- 
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mifunderftanding between Sigonius and Robor- 
tello encreafed by thefe Books, and was proba- 
bly‘to laft for ever, if Ferom Seripandi, an emi- 
nent Cardinal,had not interpofed between thein. 
Robortella was now tranflated to the Univerfity 
of Bologna; and Sigonius happening to be in 
that City, Seripandus by his Ability and Elo- 
quence fo effectually prevailed upon thefe two 
i}luftrious Enemies, that he obliged them to be 
reconciled ; they fhook Hamds together, and 
promifed one another a conftant Friendfhip, 
Affoon as Sigonius had left Bologna, he wrote a 
very kind Letter to Robortello, who did not 
think fit to return an anfwer: Nay, he foon 
forgot his Promife, and began again to attack 
Sigonius with more Fury than ever. Sigonius, 
notwithftanding his literary Difputes, and his 
publick Employment, conftantly exerted him- 
{elf in labouring for the Good of the Republick 
of Letters. In the Year 1559, he publifhed, 
with his Annotations, the Fragments of thofe 
of Tully’s Books, which are loft ; and in 1560, 
he printed the following elaborate Work, De 
Antiquo jure Civium Romanorum: De Antiquo 
jure Italia; &8 de Antiquo jure Provinciarum. 
i.e. ** Of the ancient Right of the Roman Citi- 
*¢ zens: of the ancient Right of Jta/y, and of 
«¢ the ancient Right of the Provinces.” 
Sigonius having taught Eloquence at Venice 
during eight Years, was tranflated in 1560 to 
the Univerfity of Padua, fucceeding again Ro- 
bortello, who had been made Profeffor at Av- 
logna two Years before; and the next Year Re- 
bortello was again chofen by the Senate of Venice 
to teach polite Literature and moral Philofophy 
at Padua: Thefe two Antagonifts being now 
Profeffors in the fame Univerfity, it was not 
long 
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jong e’er high Difputes arofe between them 
about the Place where they fhould read their 
Leétures: but they were foon compofed by Si- 
gonius’s complying with the Requeft of his Supe- 
riors; he chole for his publick Leétures the 
Piace where Romulus Amafeus had formerly 
taught; maintaining neverthelefs the fame Ho- 
nours which his Antagonift enjoy’d. But in 
the Year 1562, Rodortello began again to kindle 
the Fire that feemed extinguifhed: he pub- 
lifhed an Advertifement, in which he promifed, 
Lingua lating rationem novo quodam modo fe tra- 
diturum, tum de Dialogo fe difceptaturum longe 
fecus ac inepti &F indoéii quidam, quos refellere 
non erit alienuma re, ut difcant pofthac cautius 
feribere. ‘That is, ** that he would teach the 
«© Jatin Tongue after a new Manner ; and alfo 
‘ that he would treat of Dialogues (that is, I 
‘ fuppofe, the manner of writing by way of 
¢ Dialogue) in a way intirely different from 
«s what fome impertinent and unlearned Men 
s© had done, whom it would be proper to con- 
«¢ fute, that they might learn to write for the 
‘ future with more caution”? Thefe laft 
Words were levelled particularly at Sigonius, 
who the Year before had publifhed a Book, in- 
titled De Dialogo, Of Dialogue. Robortello at- 
tacked him moft furioufly in his private Con- 
verfations, as well as in his publick Leétures ; 
and not only mifreprefented Sigonius’s Works, 
but alfo blacken’d his Reputation. Sigonius in 
his own Defence laid Robortello’s Ignorance 
open to the World, and during thirty Days, he 
publiflied every third Day a Sheet of Paper, in 
which he cenfured fome Errors of his Antago- 
nift: that fame Year he gave an account of his 
Life and of his Family, to confute Robortello’s 
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Calumnies 3 and printed it with the Title ot 
Difputationes Pataving. \n that Work he in- 
veighs very bitterly againit his Enemy ; and 
though he had been provoked to it, yet, asthe 
Writer of his Life very juftly obferves, he would 
have gained a much greater Applaufe, if he had 
written with more temper and moderation, as 
becomes a Philofopher and a Chriftian. How 
this Quarrel ended is unknown, only it is cer- 
tain that Robortello died the :8th of March, in 
the Year 1567. 

Sigonius, though the Senate of Venice had en- 
gaged him for five Years, yet being chofen 
Profeffor in the Univerfity of Bologna, he left 
Padua in the Year 1563. The only reafon 
why he left Padua before his time was out, 
was probably, that he could not bear any 
longer with Rodortello’s Character ; nor live in 
the fame City with a Man who hated him mor- 
tally, and whofe Calumnies and bad Language 
he was obliged to hear every Day. Betides 
this, Robortells had Friends and Followers ; Si- 
goniis was perhaps afraid of being killed in an 
Univerfity, where the great Liberty the Stu- 
dents enjoyed, occafioned very often Tumults 
and Sedition: he feared perhaps Robortello him- 
ielf, who wasa very paffionate and brutal Man, 
and who had been banifhed from Luca, becaufe 
he had committed a Murther there, when he 
was Profeffor in that City. It mutt alfo be ob- 
ferved, that in the very City of Padua, Sigozius 
had been attacked and wounded in the Face by 
one Abodoginus ; whether that Man did it of his 
own accord, or whether he was hired to do it 
by fome body elfe, is unknown: however that 
be, Sigonius was glad of the Opportunity which 
the Senate of Bologna gave hin to leave Padua 
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He went to Bologua, where, befides making 
him a Citizen, they gave him double the Sala- 
ry he had in the Univerfity which he left. We 
find among his Works the publick Oration he 
made at Bologna the fixth of November, 1563, 
when he was inftalled in his Profefforfhip. 
Here he applied himfelf to his Study with more 
Affiduity, if poffible, than he had done before ; 
and in the Year 1564, he publifhed his Books 
De Republica Athenienfium, © de Athenienfium 
€P Lacedemoniorum temporibus ; and the next 
Year he printed his Latin Tranflation of Ari/to- 
tle’s Rbetoricks. 

In his Books de Antiguo jure Civium Romano- 
rum, ** Of the ancient Right of the Roman Ci- 
“* tizens,”’ he did not follow the Opinions of 
Nicholas Gruchius, who publifhed a Commen- 
tary de Comitiis Romanorum, ‘* of the Affem- 
‘¢ blies of the Roman Citizens.”? This occafion- 
ed a new Difpute, but which was carry’d on 
with civility and moderation on both fides, the 
two Antagonifts having a very great efteem for 
one another. Grucbius publifhed i 1565 his 
Anfwer to Sigonius, who publifhed a Reply, 
with this Title, Di/putationes duc de binis comitiis 
&? Leze Curiata, printed at Bologua the firtt of 
Tesruary 1566, The next Year Gruchius put 
out a fecond Reply, intitled, Refutatio ad pojte- 
riorem Caroli Sigontt refutationem, after which 
the Difpute was ended. Inthe Year 1574, Si- 
gonins publithed his Books De Yudiciis, which 
ARojinns fays*, are written with the utmoft Care 
and Diligence, and are in the beft order that 
can be withed, 

Sigonitss 
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Sigonius publifhing nothing fince the Year 
1566, to 1574.3 one might be apt to believe 
that he was become lazy, or that thinking his 
Reputation was well eftablifhed, he imagined 
that he had no occafion to write any longer: 
but the true reafon why he did not publifh any 
thing during that interval, was, his being then 
employ’d in compofing the Hiftory of J/taly, 
beginning at the Declenfion of the Roman Em- 
pire: For which purpofe he carefully fearched 
all the ancient Records of Jtaly, and particularly 
of Lombardy; he examined either himfelf or by 
his Friends all the Charters of Popes, Kings, 
or Emperors, that were kept in feveral Cities, 
Churches, or Monatteries: Finally, he read all 
the Chronicles of Italy, or of particular Cities, 
that had been wrote fince the Year 1000. 
This he himfelf tells us in the Preface to his 
Hiftory De Regno Italie, ** of the Kingdom of 
«© Italy,” which he publifhed at Venice in the 
Year 1574. This is one of the moft ufeful 
Books to underftand the Hiftory of thofe dark 
Ages that preceeded the Reftoration of Letters : 
and though fome later Writers may have found 
fome faults in this Hiftory of Sigonius, he does 
not deferve lefs Glory for it, fince he paved 
the way for thofe who would illuftrate that 
Hiftory after him. Sigonius began his Hiftory 
of the Kingdom of Jtaly, from the Invafion of 
the Lombards, that is, 4. C. 565, and carried 
it to the Year 1199. But the Applaufe this 
Work met with, and the Encouragements 
and Prayers of his Friends, engaged him to 
write another Hiftory, beginning at the Year 
284, and ending about the time when the King- 
dom of the Lombards was eltablifhed. This 
new Work he intitled De occtdentali Impeviv, 
«s {)t 
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«© Of the weftern Empire,” and publifhed it 
in 1577. Since that time he added five other 
Books to the fifteen of his Hiftory of the King- 
dom of IJtaly, which brought that Hiftory 
down to the Year 1286; but he had not the 
Pleafure of feeing that Addition printed in his 
Life-time : it was publifhed by Alexander Ca- 
prara, a Senator of Bologna, and a particular 
Friend of Sigonius, who had trufted him with 
all the Manufcripts he left behind him. And 
here we muft take notice, after our Author, of 
the careleffnefs of thofe, who printed Sigonius’s 
Hiftory of the Kingdom of Jta/y after his Death; 
they have left out the Lift of the particular 
Hiltories and Records of which he had made 
ufe, and which was printed at Bologna in 
1567. This wasa very great Omiffion, fince 
it was neceflary to preterve this Catalogue, that 
Pofterity might know, not only how careful 
and exact Sigonius had been in fearching thofe 
ancient Hiftories and Records, but alo that 
there were anciently {uch Chronicles in the hands 
of private Perfons, and fuch Charters kept in 
feveral Churches and Cities: for it’s now un- 
known what is become of them, and they are 
irretrievably loft. 

Sigonius, to leave with the Bolognians a perpo- 
tual Pledge of his Love and Gratitude, under- 
took to write the Hiftory of their City and 
Commonwealth, His Work was already very 
forward when he underftood that it would by 
no means be acceptable to the Bolognians; this 
obliged him to enquire with more care and in- 
duftry after new Records, by which he might 
write an Hiftory more honourable to the Citi- 
zens of Bologna, than that he had already be- 
gan; and having found fuch Records, he was 
glad 
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glad that his Work had not yet been fent td 
the Prefs, being in hopes that he could now 
perform it with a better Succef§ ; and render ic 
more acceptable to the Bolognians: this Hiftory, 
containing fix Books, was at laft printed s bur 
our Author does not tell us in what Year or 
where. The Reader would perhaps be glad to 
know what it was the Bolognians found amifs 
in Sigonius’s Hiftory of their City and Common- 
wealth; our Author does not tell it us in this 
Place; he only refers us to Vincentius Borghini, 
in his Differtation, An Florentie Attilas excidium 
attulerit, page 256. But in his Appendix to 
the Life of Sigonius, he tells us after Caprara; 
that Sigonius being a Man of a critical Genius, 
and a great lover of Truth, had probably faid 
foriething in his Hiftory which the Bolognians 
did not like ; or, which feems more likely, that 
he had left out fome doubtful Faét, which the 
Bolognians had flattered themfelves would have 
been confirmed by his Authority ; as for in- 
ftance, the pretended Origin and Antiquity of 
their Univerfity ; it was then with the Author’s 
Impartiality that the Bolognians found fault. 
Sigonius allo illuftrated the Ecclefiaftical Hi- 
{tory of Bologna, in five Books, intitled De 
Epifcopis Bononienfibus. Thefe were printed 
after his Death, by order of Cardinal Pa/eot:, 
Archbifhop of Bologna; and our Author fays 
he is certain the firft Edition is that of 1586 at 
Bologna by Benatius, though fome think they 
were printed in Sigonius’s Life-time. 

Sigonius’s Reputation was fo great, that Pope 
Gregory XIII chofe him in 1578 to write an 
Univerfal Ecclefiaftical Hiftory: this Sigonins: 
himfelf informs us of,in his Pretace to his Book, 
De Republica Hebra@orum, Of the Republick of the 

Hebrevs. 
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Hebrews. This fame Task -had been before 
given to Onupbrius Panvinus, a Man of great 
Learning: and Judgment; but both he and Si- 
gonius died in the middle of the Undertaking, 
and: left the Glory of finifhing it to Cardinal 
Baronius. A)l that Sigoyius could do, was to 
lay the Foundation of a facred Hiftory ; which 
he did by his Commentary on the Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftory of Sulpicius Severus, which he publifh- 
ed in 1581, dedicated to Cardinal Paleoti. He 
alfo wrote feven Books of the Republick of the 
Hebrews, in which he defcribes their civil Go- 
vernment, which had been neglected by others. 
This Work, fays our Author, is ftill very much 
efteemed by the Learned, though a great 
many Books have been written on that Subject 
fince the time of Sigonius: his Book was pub- 
lifhed in 1582, dedicated to Pope Gregory XIII, 

Sigonius offer’d alfo his Service to the Ci- 
tizens of Brefcia*, to write their Hiftory ; but 
why they let. that Opportunity flip, is un- 
known. 

In the Year 1583, Sigonius was again en- 
gaged in a literary War. There was publifhed 
at Venice in the beginning of that Year, a Book, 
intitled, Marci Tullii Ciceronis Conjolatio, five de 
Luéiu minuendo, without any Preface, without 
any Account where or how the Book was found, 
or who was 'the Editor of it. It was well known 


* Brefcia is the Capital City of the Bre/éiano, a Province 
in Italy, belonging to the Venetians. At the Declenfion of 
the Weftern Empire, Brefcia became a free City; it was 
afterwards taken by the Dukes of Milan: but the Citizens 
of Brefcia revolting from their Mafters, gave their City 
and Territory to the Venetians, who poffe(s it ftill: Brefcia 
is a fortified Town, and has a Bifhop Suffragan of the Arch- 
bifhop of Milan. 
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that Tully had wrote.a Book, to comfort him- 
felf in the Grief he had conceived at his Daugh- 
ter’s Death, and that there were dome Frag- 
ments of that Book.extant; Sigonius himfelf . 
had publifhed them with the other Fragments 
of Tully in 1559. The Learned lamented at 
the lofs of Cicero’s Confolatio: fo that when the. 
Book we mentioned was publifhed, ir oc¢afion- 
ed a variety of Opinions amongft the Learned ; 
fome thinking it was the genuine Work of 
Tully, others pretending it was an impofition 
upon the Publick: ‘among the latter, was 4n- 
thony Riccoboni, a Profeflor at Padua, and for- 
merly a Scholar of Sigonius. Riccoboni wrote a 
Leiter (dated April the 28th, 1580,) to Ferom 
Mercurialis, in which he endeavoured to evince 
the fpurioufnefs of that Piece. Sigonius main- 
tained the other fide of the Queftion; he did 
not indeed pofitively affert that the Book was 
really Tully’s 5 but he was perfuaded that the 
{purioufnels of it had not been well proved by 
Riccoboni. He publifhed towards the latter 
end of the Year 1583, two Orations, intitled 
pro Confolatione Ciceronis, in which he endea- 
voured with great Learning and Judgment to 
contute all Riccoboni’s Arguments. Riccoboni re- 
ply’d, and in the mean time he employ’d fome 
eminent Perfons, to defire Sigozius to leave the 
Decifion of that Difpute to the Judgment of 
the Learned, the Matter of Fact being now 
jufficiently cleared up, Thefe Perfons accord- 
ingly defired Sigonius, as if it was of their own 
accord, not to difpute any longer ; but Sigo- 
nius an{wer’d, that he could not comply with 
their Requeft, becaufe the Arguments of his 
Antagonift did not appear convincing to him. 
Tic added, that he was determined to have the 
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laft' Words; for though he fhould agree that 
the Book in queftion was ‘not wrote by Tv//y, 
yet Riccoboni’s Argyments appeared to him fo 
weak, that he could not be convinced by them: 
and ‘accotdingly he publifhed a third Oration 
againft Riccoboni, which Anthony Giganti fent 
Francis Vianelli at Venice: but Vianelli would 
not print ‘it then, for fear of offending Riccc- 
boni, who was his Friend: But no fooner was 
Riccoboni dead, but that Oration was printed 
at Bologna in 1599, by fobu Rubei. 

Tue Reader may pethaps be pleafed to 
know what. Mr. Muratori, the Author of this 
Life of Sigonius, thinks concerning ‘the Book 
we have mentioned. «He does not tell ‘us pofi- 
tively that Sigonius himfelf. was the Author of 
it; but he fays, this is now the common Opi- 
nion of the Learned, who think that Sigonius 
had a mind to try how far‘he could imitate the 
ftile ‘and rhanner of Tu/ly; intending to declare 
himfelf the Author of it, if the Cheat had fuc- 
ceeded, and the Publick had looked upon that 
Book. as genuine. Mr. Muratori feems very 
much inclined to be of that Opinion; for he 
tells us, that there could fcarce be found ano- 
ther Man befides Sigonius, who could write a 
Book in fuch a manner, that Tully himfelf 
would not be afhamed to own it: and it is to 
be obferved, that as foon as that Book was at- 
tacked as fpurious, Sigonius alone maintained its 
genuinenefs, and did it with fo much zeal and 
eagernefs, that one could eafily perceive it was 
his own caufe he defended. Some Perfons fay, 
that Sigonius confefied to his Friends that he 
wrote the Book; but Mr. Muratori does not 
believe it: for, fays he, Anthony Giganti, a 
particular Friend of Sigonius, declared, that he 
F Aa 2 earnefl’y 
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earneftly defired him to tell freely whether he 
wrote that Book or not, and that he conftantly 
denied it. "The fame Giganti faid, that he with 
Fabius Albergatus carefully examined all the 
Manulcripts which Sigonius had left behind him, 
in order to know whether they fhould not find 
jomething among them relating to Cicero’s Con- 
folatio; but that they could find nothing. 

In the Year 1584, Sigonius intending to fee 
his native Country and his Relations, went to 
Modena, as he ufed to do every Year; being at 
Modena, he was took with a violent Illnefs, of 
which he died in a few days, having firft per- 
formed all the Duties of a Chriftian, fays our 
Author; that is, having taken the Sacraments, 
as is ufual among the Roman Catholicks. He 
was buried in a folemn manner in the Church 
of St. Auftin, at Modena, but no Monument 
was erected to the Memory of this Great Man, 
no Infcription put on his Tomb; which Mr. 
Muratori very juftly blames, 

We have no occafion to enlarge upon the 
Praifes of this learned and famous Author ; his 
Works fhew what he was, and are fufficient to 
make his Name immortal; and we cannot but 
congratulate the Publick for this complete and 
beautiful Edition of Sigonius’s Works. 
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ARTICLE XIX. 


Sermons on the following Subjects, viz. 
= the Univerfal Senfe of Good and 
vil, &c. By JAMES FostTeEr. 
London, Printed for J. Noon, at the 
White-Hart im Cheapfide, 1733. 8vo. 
p: 442. 


WA HE Author of thefe Sermons is fo well 
known by his excellent Treatife on the 
Ujefulnefs, Truth, and Excellency of the Chriftian 
Religion, &c. that it would be needlefs to fa 
any thing in favour ofthem. They will freak 
for themfelves, let them but meet with impar- 
tial Readers, 

Tuey are fixteen in Number. The firft 
treats Of the Univerfal Senfe of Good and Evil, 
on Aéts xxiv. 25. And as be (Paul) reafoned of 
Righteoufnefs, Temperance, and Fudgment to 
come, Felix trembled. Mr, Fofter, after ha- 
ving explain’d in few Words this Text, as far 
as it includes an hiftorical Fa&t, draws from it 
the following Inferences, upon which he in- 
larges, as being the chief intent of his Sermon. 
1. Lhat there is, even in the worft of Men, a 
natural Confcience of Good and Evil, which in 
very few, if any, Inflances, is entirely extinguifhed. 
The Advocates for Vice and Licentioufnets, 
have reprefented our Notions of Right and’ 
Wrong, as the Effects of Education, Cuftom, 
and Superftition. But, 1/f, let them examine 
all Ages and Hiftories, and they will never 
find that Superftition had fuch a ffeady and uni- 
ver/al Influence, as Notions of Morality. 24/y, A 
Man, by the ufe of proper Arguments, may 
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convince great Multitudes of the Abfurdity and 
Folly of any e/fablifbed, Superftition ; but Jet him 
ufe the utmoft Sophiftry to confound all Di- 
{tinétion. between Virtue and Vice, to prove that 
thefe are only empty Names invented by Rrtefts 
and Politicians, he will make but “few Profe- 
lytes, nor even. be, able to impofe on himfelf, 
fo far as to be firmly: eftablifhed in ‘fuch a 
wild Opinion, without having, at any time, 
anealy Su/picions, and fome mixtures of Fealou/y 
and Diftiuft. 3aly, In all Ages, thofe who dif- 
fered moft about external Rites, and. particular 
Forms of Superftition, have unanimeufly agreed 
in afferting the facrednefs of moral Obligations : 

All whach. taken together, is the ftrongeft 
Prefumption imaginable, that the’ .univerfal 
Senfe of Good and Evil, is a natural Principle, 
and has pot its foundation in ‘Fancy and. En- 
thufiajm, But 4thly, a direct and undeniable 
Proof of it, is, thac all the Duties:.of Mora- 
lity approve themfelves to our beft and pureft 
Reafon ; whereas Superfiition can never ftand 
an exact and critical Enquiry, Hence it is, 
that the more the Mind ,confiders the Rules 
of Virtue, the more it is convinced .of their 
Importance and Neceffity, -Witnefs the wi/e/t 
in all] Ages, who have had the moft ‘refined 
Senuments of Morality, and urged the’ {tricteft 
regard to it in all its Parts, 

“But here the Author obferves, that if No- 
tions of Morality were only to be, acquired 
through Study and Reflexion, the good effect 
of them. would frequently be obftruéted, be- 
caufe the Decifions of Reafon are flow, and 
formed by a train of Deductions and Inferen- 
ces, which all Men are not equally capable 
pf; and therefore God has implanted in our 
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Nature a kind of Sexe of Good and Evil, an 
immediate Perception of..the Beauty of Virtue, 
and the Deformity of Vice. And this.he takes 
to be what is moft properly meant by natural 
Conjfcience, which, however it may be corrupted 
and obfcured, the worft of Men can’t entirely 
get rid of. 

Tue-fecond Obfervation Mr. Fofer makes 
upon the Text, is what a miferable thing it is 
to have a Conjfcience burthen’d with Guilt, in that 
a Man dares not truft to himfelf to think, for fear 
of being alarm’d, and filled with Terror and Con- 
fufion, This was manifeft in. Fe/ix; and this is 
the Cafe of all fuch as indulge to any kind of 
vicious Exceffes. They do what they can to 
divert all grave and ferious Reflections, to con- 
tinue ffupid and infenfible, But when any thing 
happens that gives a fhock to the Mind, and 
puts them, upon thinking, they are foon rous’d 
out of theit Lethargy, and entertain’d with 
none but dark and gloomy Profpects; they 
tremble. 

Tue third Inference from the Text, and a 
very natural one, is, that incileating the ‘great 
Duties of Morality, and inforcing the Practice of 
them, from a regard to the future Judgment, 1s 
TRuE GospeL Preacuina. It is evident 
from the thing itfelf, that the fupreme Reéti- 
tude and Happinefs of human Nature, muft be 
the ultimate view of every divine Revelation, 
and confequently of the Gofpel. From whence 
it follows, that the Practice of moral Duties is 
infinitely preferable to Speculations, Faith, Or- 
thodoxy, Myjfterys, and alterable Forms and 
Modes of Worjhip. So, to preach Chrift, as 
our Author expreffes himfelf, ‘* ’tis not to ult 
*“* his Name as a Charm, to work up ou 
Aa 4 ¢¢ Hearers 
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‘+ Hearers to a warm pitch of Enthu/fia/m,with- 
** out any foundation of Reafon to fupport 
© it,————’ Tis not to make his Perfon and his 
«¢ Offices incomprehenfible-——’Tis not to 
** exalt bis Glory, as a kind condefcending 
¢¢ Saviour, to the difhonour of the fupreme 
<* and unlimited Goodnefs of the Creator and 
*s Father of the Univerfe ; who is reprefented 
«s as ftern and inexorable, expreffing no in- 
«¢ dulgence to his guilty Creatures, but de- 
‘¢ manding full and rigorous Satisfaction for 
«¢ their Offences. ~~’ Tis not to encourage 
** undue and prefumptuous reliances on his Me- 
<< rits and Interceffions, to the contempt of 


.$* Virtue and good Works, No: But to re- 


‘¢ prefent him as a Lawgiver, as well as a 
“© Saviour, as a Preacher of Righteoufnefs, as 
** one who has given us a moft noble and 
** complete Syftem of Morals, enforc’d by 
<¢ the moft fubftantial and worthy Motives ; 
** and to fhew, that the whole Scheme of our 
*¢ Redemption, is a Doéfrine according to God- 
“© linefs.” 

Turs is evident beyond all reafonable Dif- 
pute, from the Text, and the Verfe immedi- 
ately preceding ; but more particularly from 
the Method of Cdrift himfelf and his Apoftles. 
So that all thofe who decry moral Virtue, to 
recommend Faith, &@c, do in effect, though it 
may be not defignedly, fubvert the fundamen- 
tal Principles, both of natural and'revealed Re- 
ligion. The Author goes farther, and fays, 
that not only the inculcating, but reafoning 
about Points of Morality is the very beft way 
to propagate the Knowledge and Practice of ' 
Ciriitianity, as it appears from the Conduct 
ef St, Paul, who is defcribed in the Text, as 
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réafoning with Felix, of Righteoufne/s, Tempe- 
vance and Fudgment to’ come, And, indeed, 
‘< whatever will not-ftand the Teit of free Ar- 
«¢ gument and Inquiry, can’t be the Religion 
‘© of reafonable Beings, nor proceed from a 
«© wife and beneficent Governour ;. but is fit 
‘© only for a Tyrant to enjoin, and for 
*¢ Staves to fubmit to.” 

The fourth and laft Inference from the Text, 
is, that a Senfe of Guilt makes thofe things the Ob- 
jects of Averfion and Horror, which naturally 
yield the bighe/t Delight and Satisfaition. There 
isnothing more excellent and amiable, than the 
Practice of all the Duties of Fu/tice and Tempe- 
rance ; and yet Felix was fhock’d at thofe ftrict 
Obligations, The future Judgment of Man- 
kind is, in itfelf, far from being an Object of 
Terror ; but when St. Paul began to difcourfe 
about it, Felix immediately trembled for the 
fatal Confequences of his vile Conduct. Toa 
guilty Sinner, this is fo tremendous a Scene, 
that the mere Profpeé of it fills him with 
Agony and Confufion, 


Tue fecond Sermon is intitled, The Charac- 
ters of the righteous and good Man compared, or 
Benevolence the nobleft Improvement of focial Vir- 
tue. The Text is, Rom. v. 7. For fcarcely for 
a righteous Man will one die; yet peradventure, 
for a good Man fome would even dare to die. 
Mr. Fofter, confidering thefe Words as‘an in- 
dependent Propofition, grounds his Difcourfe 
entirely on St. Paul’s Obfervation, that Men 
have a much greater Efteem of kind and ge- 
nerous than of merely juft Actions; and un- 
dertakes to fhew, that this is not owing to 
Education, Fancy, and Enthufiafm, but founded 
on 
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on right Reafon, and a true Judgment of the 
intrinfick, Nature and Differences of Things. 

He firft gives a fhort fketch of the Charac- 
ters of the righteous and good Man, taking thefe 
Words in, a.limited Senfe, :and underftanding 
by the Righteous the Man who confines all his 
Duty to the Rules of ftri€t Juitice ; and by. the 
good Man, he who ts kind, generous and cha- 
ritable. As they are diftinguifhed in the Text, 
there muft be fome difference between them, 
and that difference can be no other than what is 
here obferved ; befides, -this ig the Senfe thofe 
Expreffions have frequently in the Scriptures. 

Turis being premis’d, the Author delineates 
in few Words the refpective Characters of the 
righteous and good Man; and then fhews the 
vaft fuperior Excellency of the latter, This 
appears at firft fight, from the Confideration 
of the two Characters truly, drawn, and placed 
in the fame View. The Mind of Man is fo 
framed, as immediately to prefer generous Be- 
neficence to ftrict and rigid Juftice. But there 
are, befides, three or four;particular things in 
which the Superiority of the good Man will be 
readily acknowledged. 

And, firft, his Charaéter is much more ami- 
able in itfelf. ‘ujftice, indeed, is rational and 
becoming, but no Man will fay that it has any 
thing great and generous in it, becaufe ’tis the 
Jeaft Degree of Virtue that can be fuppofed in 
jocial Life. *Tisapprov’d of, but not admir’d. 
*Tis what all have an undoubted right to claim, 
and therefore there is properly no Merit in it. 

Sut difinterefted, generous, diffufive Benevo- 
Jeace 13 the higheft Perfeétion and Glory of hu- 
man Nature. It argues true greatnefs of Mind, 
and is a Virtue that Men of mean and narrow 
Spirits cannot practife, ’Tis not only a right, 
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but a beautiful Character,’ that charms the Be- 
holders, and attra¢ts univerfal Efteem and Love. 
2dly, .The good Man’s Character is more ufeful 
than, that of the merely righteous or juft Man. 
By Fujlice, Men’s Properties are indeed in a 
good meafure fecured, and Injury and Violence, 
and confequently much Confufion and Mifchief 
in the World, is prevented; but the: greateft 
part of the true Enjoyments of Life, of the 
Conveniences and, Comforts of it, arife from 
Benevolence. Without Juftice, Societies could 
not fubfitt ; but without Benevolence, if they 
might poffibly fubfift, (which can hardly be 
imagined) they would infallibly be miferable. 
3dly, The Influence of the good Man’s Charac- 
ter is abundantly more exten/ive than that of the 
juft Man’s. Altive Fuftice is generally confin’d 
to anarrow Circle, All thofe, with whom we 
have no Dealings or Commerce, cannot receive 
any benefit from it. But Perfons of whom we 
know nothing, with whom we never had any 
Communication, and who are at the greateft 
diftance from us, may feel the kind Effects of 
our Generofity and Compaffion. La/ly, what 
evidently fhews the fuperiour Excellence of 
Goodnefs to ftricd Fuftice, is that when a Man its 
jeft, but not benevolent,, he can’t be fuppos’d 
to act from a right Principle. Not in. obedi- 
ence to the Authority of God, which would not 
fuffer him to neglect one of the moft important 
Laws he has given to Mankind. Nor from a 
regard to the Fitne/s, of the thing itfelf, becaufe 
that likewife would influence him in a ftronger 


manner to the exercife of Benevolence, which. 


is a. much more exalted Virtue. On the con- 
trary, the good Man, in the utmoft extent of 
that Character, is univerfally Good, and can’t 

: but 
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but have the obleft Views, and an uncommon 
Gencrofity and Greatnefs of Soul. He imitates 
the Father of the Univerfe, and aéts from the 
fame fublime Motives, and in purfuance of the 
fame moft excellent and worthy End. 

Mr. Fofter concludes his Difcourfe by two 
general Inferences, from what has been faid. 
The firft is, the great Wifdom and Goodnefs 
of God in the Frame of human Nature, which 
is fo formed, as ftrongly to:approve of kind 
beneficent Aétions, even when it has no par- 
ticular Intereft in them, and to prefer them to 
all the Duties of ftri& Juftice. He has not only 
endued us with Reafon, whereby we are capable 
of contriving and confulting for the good of 
others, but planted in us ftrong Inftinéts and 
natura] Propenfions to Kindnefs and Compaffion, 
on which the Welfare of Society, and the ge- 
neral Happinefs of our Fellow-creatures, in a 
great meafure, depend. The fecond Inference 
is, the Excellency of the Chriftian Religion, 
which has carried this noble Principle of Benevo- 
lence to its higheft pitch, and improv’d it to the 
utmoft Perfection it is capable of. The whole 
itrain of Chriftianity is Love, Harmony and 
Peace, Condefcenfion and mutual Forbearance, 
tender Mercy and Compaffion. But yet upon 
this very account, it has been cenfur’d, and 
charged, with having given general and loofe 
notions of Charity, and pafied by two of the 
moft fublime and noble inftances of Benevolence, 
uiz. private Friend/hip, and the Love of our Coun- 
iry*, Therefore the Author, in a fecond Dif- 


. courfe (which is the third of the Volume) on 


the fame Text, endeavours to anfwer that Ob- 
jection. 
In 


* See Charaiteriflicks, vol.1. p.99; 
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In order to it, he, I. fettles the Notion of 
private Friendfhip, and the Love of our Coun- 
try, and fhews how far they are truly virtuous 
and honourable: And then, II. he offers a 
few things, more directly, to vindicate the 
Chriftian Benevolence againit the Objection juft 
mentioned. , 

*Tis undeniable from conftant Experience, 
that both thefe Principles, which fome People 
look upon, as the moft Heroick Virtues, have 
been grofly abus’d. Private Friendfhips have 
been only little Parties in Vice and Mifchief, 
and publick Diforder ; and an Attachment to 
the Intereft of particular Societies, a vile Con- 
fpiracy againft Juftice, Honour, Liberty, and 
the Peace and Happinefs of the World. ’Tis 
neceffary, therefore, to fettle their proper 
Bounds, Private Friendfhip is an unnatural 
Paffion, and ought to be rooted out of the 
Mind, when it is inconfiftent with the Love of 
our Country, and much more with the general 
Good of Mankind; otherwife it would intro- 
duce the utmoft Confufion, and an intire Sub- 
verfion of Order and Government. And when 
it is not only contrary to the publick Happinefs, 
but has no direct Influence to promote it, it 
muft. be a mere Matter of private Conveniency, 
or elfe of Humour and Fancy, or an Effect of 
the Love of ourfelves, and confequently nothing 
meritorious and heroick. From whence it fol- 
lows, that it has nothing generous and praife- 
worthy in it, but as ic tends to cultivate and 
improve univerfal Benevolence. 

Besipes, all Friendfhip muft be founded in 
Virtue, Thisis the only Ground of a true Efteem 
and of a fteady Confidence. Tis in this way alone, 
that it can be at all ufeful, and promote the 

Wel- 
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Welfare of the Society. °Tis ‘this that diftin- 
guifhes true Friendfhip ‘from the vile Cabals of 
Robbers and Traitors, of Men of dark and 
mifchievous Defigns. So that the Love of a 
Friend muft be proportioned to his real Merit, 
and we ought to prefer every Man before him, 
that has really a nore excellent.and ufeful Cha- 
racter, There is fomething in almoft afl Ac- 
counts of private Friendfhip, that is in a great 
meafure mechanical, or wildand romantick; and 
which, confequently, muft be carefully fepa- 
rated from a true Friendfhip, that Reafon may 
approye and juttify::” * 

THe Author applies ‘the fame Rules to the 
Love of our Country, and then concludes in 
this manner. ‘* It’ appears upon thé¢ whole, 
** that both thefe Principles are only fo far 
‘¢ amiable and generous, as they are Branches 
of univerfal Benevolence. Nothing can be a 
“© virtuous, a greator noble, but what is alfo 
“a ufeful Quality 5 and ’tis an infallible right 
Rule of judging in all Cafes of Benevolence, 
which may feem to clafh and interfere with 
each other, to aim at the greateft and moft 
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Neceffity, I am to facrifice my Friend for 
the fake of my Country, and my Countr 

for the general Happinefs of Mankind. 
Univerfal Benevolence, therefore is infinitely 
the moft exalted and heroic Spring of Action, 
becaufe the univerfal Good can’t be purfued 
to an Exce/s ; but private Friendfhip and the 
Love of our Country may be fo perverted, 
as to become mifchievous and deftructive 
Principles. The former is intirely difinterefted, 
and can proceed only from the Love of 
‘© Goodnefs, and, confequently, is a = 
God- 
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<¢ Godlike Difpofition ;» the latter’ may both 
« fpring from felfifh little Motives,’ and termi- 
‘¢ nate in’a narrow private Intereft:—And this 
«alone is fufficient to--vindicate our ‘Saviour’s 
«¢ Scheme of Benevolence, and give us a ‘high 
‘¢ Idea of its Excellency and Perfection,” 

NeverTHELess, Mr, Foffer has thought fit 
to offer in the Second Place, a few: Things, 
more directly, in anfwer to the Objeétion that 
has been made againft Chriftianity, ‘from its not 
recommending, particularly, private Friendfhip 
and the Love of our Country. And 1/, It 
has been already hinted, that the Chriftian 
Principle of univerfal Benevolence includes both 
thefe, fo far as they are founded in Reafon, and 
have any thing virtuous and praife-worthy in 
them. A Command to promote the general 
Good, neceffarily implies all the proper means 
of doing it; and confequently, every Inftance 
of private Friendfhip,-and Zeal for: the In- 
terefts of particular Communities, that ap- 
pears to have this natural Tendency. So that, 
inthis view, Chriftianity may truly be faid 
to have recommended ‘private Friendfhip and 
the Love of our Country. Efpecially; if we 
confider, that general Rules for the right Con- 
duct of Life, are alone e/ernal and unchangeable 
Morality ; and that the true Application of 
them to particular Cafes muft be left to-every 
Man’s own Reafon, becaufe it depends on a 
Variety of Circumftances, that alter the Expe- 
diency of Things. “Apply this to the Point be- 
fore us, and the Objection againft Chriftianity 
will fallto the ground, 

Tue Author obferves farther, that gene- 
ral Benevolence is a fix’d, immutable, and 
univerfal Duty. Whereas Friendfhip, accor- 
ding 
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ding to the noble Author of. the Charaéferifticks 
(fee Vol. I. p.98. in the marginal Note): is a pe- 
culiar Relation, form’d by a Confent and Har- 
mony of Minds, as well as founded in Virtue. 
From whence ’tis an undeniable Confequence; 
that it can’t be every Man’s Duty, fince it evi- 
dently depends on Circumftances. that are quite 
out of our power. So that the recommending 
Friendfhip in the general, muft have been, not 
only needlefs, but very abfurd. 


Let us confider, 2dly, that there has been; 
very little need in any Age, to put Men upon; 


cultivating ‘particular Friendfhips, and the 


Love of their Country, becaufe they have a. 


natural Inclination to both ; and the only danger 
is, that they will carry them to fuch an Exce/s, 
as to be prejudicial to the general Good. The 
Experience of our own Times, and the Hiftory 
of all Ages, is an ample Juftification of the 
Truth of this Remark. ‘* Friendfhips, fays 
«¢ Mr. Fofter, havealways been frequent enough. 
«© But of what kind are they? Do they not 
fpring from Humour and Caprice, from a 
Harmony of odd, whim/fical and unaccountable 
Tempers, from Singularity and Selfifhnefs? 
Or are they built upon the folid foundation 
of Honour.and Virtue? In like manner, 
Zeal for the Intereft of a particular Country, 
is it not univerfal? But then is it truly bene- 
volent and publick fpirited? Far fromit? ’Tis 
more commonly an abfurd and childifh Preju- 
dice,that makes Men fo extravagantly fond of 
themfelves, as to treat all other Nations with 
InfolenceandContempt.’ Tis a Zeal that makes 
an do! of our Country, and is ready to facrifice 
*¢ even the good of the whole Species to it.” 
There was no reafon, then, why our Saviour 
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fhould particularly inculcate thefe things, His 
bufinefs was rather to prevent and rectify the 
Abufe of them, to give a check to fuch narrow 
limited Affections ; and this he has effectually 
done, by inforcing the Obligations of univer/al 
Benevolence, which will regulate all inferior Af- 
fections without deftroying them. 

gdly, There was a particular Reafon, from 
the Circumftances of the World at that time, 
why the Chriftian Religion fhould not direétly 
and ftrongly recommend the Love of our Coun- 
try, viz. Becaufe then, this principle was fo 
much abus’d, as to be a general Nufance, and 
triumph over Juftice and Humanity.. The Fews 
were fo partially fond of their own Nation, that 
they look’d upon themfelves as the only Fa- 
vourites of Heaven ; which made them {fevere 
and rigid in their Cenfures, and morofe and un- 
fociable to all who were not of their Reli- 
gion. Andas forthe Romans, whofe Love of 
their Country is reprefented asthe very perfec- 
tion of heroic Virtue, they were the Plagues and 
Scourges of Mankind, and had adtually carried 
their Arms and Conquefts, and, together with 
them, Terror, Slavery, and Ruin, thro’ the 
greateft part of the then known World. Was 
this now a time to recommend narrow Views 
and an Attachment to particular Sacieties? The 
proper_Leffon to be inculcated, was certainly 
univer jal Goodnefi, in order to put a ftop to the 
Progrefs of Ambition, Avarice, and Luxury, 
which had fubverted Liberty, Juflice, and all 
focial Virtues, and which proceeded from an 
Excefs of the Love of our Country. 

Laftly, Tho” the Chriftian Religion has not 
particularly enjoin’d private Friendthip, and the 
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Love of our Country, yet ’tisa fale Infinuation, 
that it has given no Encouragement to them. 
For we have in the Life of Chrift himfelf, an 
eminent Example of each of thefe Principles, 
which is equally binding as an exprefs Law, . 
upon all who acknowledge his Authority. 
St. fobn was his intimate Friend, and he is ac- 
cordingly deicribed in the Gofpel, by this Ex- 
preffion, the Difciple whom Fefus lovea*. And 
was not his weeping over Ferufalem +t, froma 
fenfe of its impending Ruin, a noble proof of 
his ardent Concern for the publick Welfare ? 
Were not all his Labours and Sufferings, and 
even his Death for the good of his Country ? 
Add to this, the Example of St. Paw/, who 
was fo tranfported by his Affection for his 
Countrymen, as to wifh that the greateft of 
Evils might befall himfelf, even to be accurfed 
for Chrift \\ 5 if by that means, he might be the 
inftrument of their Salvation, ‘* Thefe, fays 
«¢ the Author, are Inftances, than which, if 
ss we take in all Circumftances, none ever were, 

or can be, more greatand heroical ; and had 

they been found among the old Greeks, or 

Romans, they would have been celebrated 


with the moft labour’d and magnificent Ene 
comiums, &c.’’ 


Tue fourth Sermon treats of the Image of God 
in Man, or the Excellency of buman Nature, on 
Gen. 1. ver. 7. the former part, So God created 
Man in bis own Image, in the Image of God cre- 
ated he kim. 

Mr. Fofter begins with obferving, that there 
is no part of Knowledge more neceflary towards 
the regular Condué of Life, than the right 
knowledge of human Nature ; and yet, there’s 
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none more neg]ected, and to which Men are ge- 
nerally more Strangers. This appears, efp:- 
cially, from the hideous Notions People are apt 
to entertain of their own Frame and Conttitu- 
tion. It has been reprefented in fo bafe, difa- 
greeable, and monfrous a Form, that the con- 
templation of it muft needs: be frightful and 
fhocking to a generous Mind ; as having loft 
its noble powers of Reafon and Liberty, and 
being the feat of nothing but irregular, impure, 
and mifchevious Paffions ; as iacap. _ of any 
thing that is good and virtuous, and prone to 
all manner of Vice and Wickednefs. Fo vindis 
cate our Nature from fuch falfe Notions and un- 
juit Reproaches, the Author thews fi-/?, where- 
in the Image of Goc, in Man, confit: ; and 
then, he proves that not only the fir: Parents of: 
the human Race, but a// Mankind fince, notwith- 
ftanding the corrupt and degenerate State of the 
World, were originally for medaftertha atImage. 
Man is a Being partly fenfitive, and partly 
rational. ‘There can be no Refemblance of his 
Creator in the fenfitive part of his Frame, be- 
caufe God is a pureand infinite Spirir. It re- 
mains then, that he can bear the Image of the 
D: ‘ity, only in his intelligent Nature. And iff, 
in his Rea/on and Under ftanding, whereby he is 
capable of difcovering all thofe Truths, which 
are neccflary to the right Management of his 
Condu&t, and to fecure his Perfection and 
Petppine is; capable of confidering and exami- 
ning the Nature and ee.» ences of Thit ings 
of judging linpartially of sy Advantag 
or Difadvantag: , of their Lawtulne{s or Ur 
lawfulnefs, and of maki 19, a free and w! 
2a, The Image of God, in Man 
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Paffions being ina regular Statc, and fubjeé to 
the Government of Reafon, which direéted him 
to the Practice of all his Duties, and particu- 
larly of the moft univerfal and generous B:-ne- 
volence, whichis one of the brighteft Charac- 
ters of the Deity. To thefe two things, the 
Reafon, and moral Reéitude of Man, may be 
added his Dominion over the inferior Creatures, 
by. which he was to be the Repre/fentative of 
the great Author and Governour of Nature, 
in this lower World, and to difpenfe his Au- 
thority. 

Now, that, in al! thefe refpeéts, not only 
the firft Parents of Mankind, but all their 
Defcendants, were originally form’d after the 
Image of God, will appear from the following 
Reflections. None will deny that Men are rea- 
fonable Creatures, and that their Reafon is able 
to difcover the Truth, to make confiderable 
Improvements in Knowledge, and in all impor- 
tant Circumftances, to diftinguifh between Right 
and Wrong, Goodand Evil. So that, in this 
particular, they ftill evidently retain the Image 
of God. But the queftion will be, whether in 
their original Formation, before they are per- 
verted and corrupted by prejudices of Education 
and Cuftom, the influence of evil Examples, 
and vitious Habits wilfully contracted, they 
continue ftill to bear the Image of their Maker 
with refpe&t to moral Reéfitude. 

To prove that this is really the Cafe, the 
Author obferves, that Men having a Principle 
of Reafon and Liberty, they muft be capable 
of knowing and chufing what is juft and good, 
as well as of governing their animal Paffions, 
by keeping them within due Bounds; and he 
alerts chat this is the dire Tendency of human 

Nature 
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Nature, even in its prefent State, ‘* For in- 
“¢ ftance, fays he, is it not agreeable to hu- 
** man Nature to reverence the great Author 
*¢ and Governour of the World, and fecure his 
«© Protection and Favour by an Imitation of 
«¢ his Perfections, and an Obedience to his 
‘© Commands? Does not Nature teach us to be 
¢¢ juft and charitable, to compaffionate the mi- 
‘© ferable, and relieve the diftreffed >———-Is 
*¢ it not natural to us, to feek and endeavour to 
“* promote our own Happinefs ; and confe- 
** quently, to mortify all thofe evil Appetites, 
*¢ which are the Sources of Corruption and Mi- 
“© fery? Or does our Nature direé us to rebel 
“¢ againft the Author of our Being, to prey 
upon our Kind, to delight in Oppreffion 
and Injuitice, and in the Mifery of our Fel- 
low-creatures, and to be agitated by wild 
and extravagantDefires,which fink us even be- 
low the Condition of Brutes ? Mankind may 
indeed degenerate into this miferable State ; 
buc ftill, all mutt allow, that this is not dy- 
man Nature, buta moft dreadtul Detravation 
* of ic; for our reafonable Nature teaches us 
to abhor thefe things.”” 

THERE is, it is true, a Sicknefs and Dif- 
order in our mortal Frame, introduced by the 
Fall ; which may be fuppofed, in fome meafure, 
to affect the Mind, It may bea Clog upon our 
reafoning Powers, and ftrengthen the animal 
Paffions. Bur this, fays Mr. Fe/fer, is entirely 
a natural, and nota moral Detc&t; which can’t 
arife, in any Inftance, from bodily Conftitution, 
but only from a Perverfene{s and D-pravity of 
the Will. And fach natural Diforders are only, 
like external Objects and Circumftances, Occa- 
Sous of, and Temptations to Vice, and conte- 
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quently of no weight againft any part of the 


preceding Argument. 

H: afterwards obferves, that the grand foun- 
dation of Men’s Error in judging of thefe 
things, has been this, either that they have 
taken their Eitimate of human Nature from the 
fenfitive and brutal part of it, and not from the 
intelligent and mora’, and reprefented to their 
Minds, as the origia’ State of it, fuch evil 
Difpofitions and Habits as are of ticir own cre- 
ating ; or elfe, that they have underftood par- 
ticular paffages of Scripture, which give the 
Character of the moft profligate and abandoned 
Sinners, as defcribing the natural Temper of all 
Mankind ; and ftrain’d ftrong figurative Ex- 
preffions, which are very frequent in the Eaftern 
Languages, to their higheft Senfe, contrary to 
the. general Defign of the Revelation, as well 
as the vlain R-afon of Things. 

As to the Dominion over the inferior Crea- 
tures, it is manifeft that Man continues ftill to 
bear the Image of God in that refpeét. The 
inanimate, vevetable, and animal World are ufe- 
jul io iiny various ways 3 fome by cheir Labour, 
ethers for Food and Cloathing: and not only 
acaiinifter to his Neceffities, but contribute 
jointly to the Conveniency and Ornament of- 
Life, ** And, fays Mr, Pujler, it may be quef- 
“© uened whether it would be poffible for him, 
in fume Inflances, to exercife his Dominion 
“¢ inthe Manner he now does, were it not for 
“a xind of J1/finé planted in the Nature of. 
* An'mals, to acknowledge him, as their fu-. 
perior }ord,” Sees 

From wiat has been faid, the Author draws 
tome uleful Inferences, which we fhall pafs by, 
except tue third, in which heafierts, that fince 

we 
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We believe that we were made in the Image of 
God, and to aét in imitation of his Example, 
*tis our Duty to exercife our Dominion over 
brute Animals with Lenity, Moderation, and 
Mercy. ‘ For, fays he, by unneceffary Seve- 
‘© rities and Cruelties towards them,w2 manifeft 
*¢ a barbarous and favage Temper of Mind,and 
“© confequently that we have loft thofe Senti- 
“© ments of Goodnefs and Pity, which are our 
“© moft glorious Refemblance of the great Cre- 
*¢ ator.———And I can’t help obferving upon 
“¢ this occafion, that our Treatment of brute 
«¢ Creatures, who, in refpect of their many 
ss Services to Mankind, as well as from the re- 
“¢ gard due to our common Creator, havea claim 
** to much better Ufage from us, mult be mat- 
** ter of great Uncafinefs to Perfons of a bene- 
*s volent and generous Difpofition ; not only 
** upon the account of the Mifery which they 
<¢ endure, but becaufe the barbarous Inftru- 
<¢ ments of their Mifery are fo far from having 
‘© chat merciful Temper, which the Chriftian 
** Religion recommends, that they feem, al- 
«© moft, to have forgot. common Humanity.” 
Mr. Fofter might have back’d thefe judicious 
Reflections with the Words of Solomon, (Prov. 
xil, 10.) A righteous (or a good) Man regard- 
eth the Life of bis Beaft. 


n 


o 


In the fifth Sermon, the Author proves that 
God is not an arbitrary Being, on Rom. ix. 20. 
Nay, but O Man, who art thou that reolieft a- 
gainft God? Hie begins with pointing out two 
or three things, that are not imply’d in thefe 
words, And fiji, We ought not to infer from 
them, that God is a@ defpotick arbitrary Sove- 
reign, whofe Will is the only Rule of his Actions. 
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Tho’ he be fupreme and accountable to none 
he always governs himfelf by the eternal and 
unalterable Rules of Wifdom, Equity and Good- 
nefs, His Willis not, i/@/f, the Standard and 
Meafure of Right; but there is an intrinfick 
neceffary Difference, in the Nature of Things, 
between Juit andUnjuft, Beneficence and Cruelty, 
that cannot be alter’d by the Authority, Will, 
or Determination of any Being whatfocver. In- 
deed, what God wills is always right and fit, 
always,upon the whole, the fiiteft and beft. But 
why? not merely becaufe he wills it, but be- 
caufe he is neceflarily wile, juft, and good. 

‘© THere cannot be, favs Mr. Fofler, a 
«¢ more difhonourable Reflection on the Deity, 
<¢ than to fuppofe he acts without a Reafon, 
«¢ merely from Humour, and arbitrary Pleafure. 

It reprefents him as aTyrant, not as a wife 
«sand rightecus Governour. It renders him 
« frightful to our Contemplation, the Object 
‘© of Averfion and Horror, and deftroysall ra- 
«¢ tional Efteem and Love of him, and Confi- 
** dence in him. It renders him infinitely 
«¢ more formidable than any earthly Tyrants ever 

were, Or can be, even thofe who have been 
tue greateft Scourges and Plagues to Man- 
kind, becaufe he is pofleft of almighty and 
<< uncontroulable Power; and the Thought of 
** almighty Power, that is not directed by Wif- 
«* dom and Goodnefs, muft fill the Mind with 
«¢ the utmoft Aftonifhment and Terror, Shall 
‘¢ we then give fuch a reproachful, fuch a de- 
© tefadle Character of the moft perfeé, the 
‘© moft amiable of all Beings? Shall we 

picture the very def of Beings as the very 
worft? And reprefent him, in whofe unerring 
Wifdom, ftri¢t impartial Juftice, and uni- 
verfal 
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‘ verfal unchangeable Goodnefs, the whole 
«© Rational World have the higheft Reafon to 
‘¢ rejoice, asone that every wife Man muft with 
© not to exift ?”? 

2dly, It can’t be inferr’d from the Text, that 
Men are not to enquire into the reafons of 
God’s Proceedings; or that they are in no 
Cafes able to judge of the Juftice of his Me- 
thods of Providence. For God himfelf, in 
the Scriptures frequently appeals to them ¢on- 
cerning it, From whence ’tis plain, that he 
would not have us believe implicitly that any 
thing is juft, becaufe he does it ; but only re- 


quires of us to approve of it fo far,as we can re-. 


concile it to the gexeral Principles of Juttice and 
Equity. Which Principles muft, confequently, 
be the fame both with refpect to God and 
Man. Hf they are different with refpect to our 
Maker, and are fomething myfferious, aad in- 
comprebenfible, we know not what, *tis impof- 
fible we fhould be able to determine, in any In- 
ftance, whether the divine Conduét be juft, or 
unjuft ; for how can we judge without Ideas ? 
And thus, an effential Perfe€tion of the Deity 
will be impoffible to be demonftrated by us, 
which, notwithftanding, isa fundamental Prin- 
ciple of all Religion. 

THERE is a Phrafe commonly ufed, which 
perhaps has led fome Perfons into the before 
mention’d Miftakes, viz. that the end which 
God defigns in all his Actions, in the Crearion 
and providential Government of the World, is 
bis own Glory, The Expreffion itfelf is un- 
doubtedly capable of a ju(t and rational Senfe, 
but has been grofly mifapplied, and made to 
fignify, what it can never fairly fignify, fome- 
thing diftinét from, and even inconfiftent with 
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the Exercife of Juftice and Goodnefs, And, 
indeed, ’tis natural for Men to interpret it a~ 
greeably to the Notions they entertain of God. 
So, for inftance, if they imagine it to be the 
chief Attribute of the Deity, that he is. ftrict 
and rigorous in punifhing, his Glory will be 
moft eminently difplay’d, when he is moft fiff 
and inexorable, when he has moft of /tern Snflex- 
ible Severity, and leaft of Mercy, But if we be- 
lievé him to be neceflarily wife, righteous, and 
good, it will then be his chief Glory to exercife 
an equal and impartial, but atthe fame time a 
gracious Providence over all his Creatures, and 
invariably to purfue the fitteft Meafures to pro- 
mote the general Good. And that this is the 
Cafe, will evidently appear, if we confider, 
that the Glory of Ged can never be a diftiné& 
Confideration from the Exercife of his moral 
Perfections for the Happinefs of his Creatures ; 
or rather, that in this very exercife his Glory 
efpecially confifts, becaufe in this View he ap- 
pears moft excellent: and a Defect in Power, 
Knowledge, or Extent of Dominion, would not 
ftain and obfcure his Glory in any degree of 
Comparifon like Acts of Jnjufticeand Cruelty. 

Tue Author, in the fecond place, mentions 
briefly a few Cafes, to which if they could hap- 
pen, and were urged as Objections againft the 
Providence of God, the words of the Text, 
Nay, butO Man, who art thou that replieft a- 
gainft Ged? would not be a /ufficient, and rati- 
onal Reply. ‘* In general, fays he, fuch an 
«s Anfwer muft be very weak and trifling in all 

«¢ cafes, that are evidently repugnant to Juttice 
«s and Goodnefs, Thus, if we could fuppofe, 
‘ that God had abfolutely determin’d the fi- 
«¢ nal and eternal Mifery of great numbers of 
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«¢ his rational Creatures, or that he gmpted 
‘© and excited them to Sin, that he enjoin’d 
<< impracticable Duties, and punifhed any for 
«- not believing or not doing Impoffibilities ; 
«© if thefe extravagant things, I fay, could be 
«¢ fuppofed of the fupreme and all-perfect Be- 
«¢ ing, who is righteous in all bis Ways, and 
“© whofe é¢ender Mercies are over all bis Works ; 
“¢ it would be the moft impertinent thing in the 
‘¢ World, to think to fatisfy the Reafon of 
‘© Mankind, by refolving all into his Sove- 
“© reignty, and faying, who art thou that replieft 
“* againft God? The Sovereignty of God, and 
«« his Right to act as he pleafés in Cafes where 
“¢ Fuflice is not concerned, is not the thing dif- 
<< puted, but his Equity and Goodne/s; which 
*¢ can only be vindicated by fhewing, either. 
‘«¢ that the above-mention’d methods of aécting 
< are not Inftances of Arbitrarine/s and Cruelty, 
¢¢ or that Arbitrarinefs and Cruelty, which are 
«* reckon’d monftrous Crimes in all other Be- 
“¢ ings, are no Blemifbes in God*s Government 
of the World.” 

Lajtly, Mr, Foffer inquires,to what Cafe’ the 
Words of the Text may be properly applied: 
And in order to it, he examinesthe particular 
Argument the Apoftle was purfuing, and to 
which they immediately relate. He fhews by a 
natural Conneétion and Paraphrafe of this whole 
Chapter, which has been fo confounded and 
darkned, that it relates only to God’s dealing 
with Netions and collecive Bodies of Men ; and 
not to his Favour or Difpleafure towards zar- 
ticular Perfons, and determining abfolutely, 
without any regard to their Actions, their efer- 
nal State hereafter. The Argumentthen, that 
St. Paul purfues, is only this, that God 
might 
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might difpenfe his extraordinary Favours as he 
faw fic, and confequently, eminently diftinguith 
one Nation, and pafs by others without the leaft 
Injuftice 5 and that to cenfure fuch a proceeding 
in the Proprietor and Sovereign Difpofer of all 
Things, was arrogantand prefumptuous, And 
from hence we learn, to what queftions the 
words of the Text may be properly and juftly 
applied, wviz..to fuch as thefe;——Why God 
vouchfafes a Revelation of his Will to ome Na- 
tions,and not to others ?—-Why, for example, he 
has not made the Chriftian Revelation wniver/al? 
—Why does he permit moral and natural Evil? 
— Why has he not made all intelligent Creatures 
of the bigheft Order, and communicated to all 
equal Degrees of Perfection and Happinefs? 
Nothing of this can be fhewn to be contrary to 
Juttice, becaufe they are all Favours which his 
Creatures have no right to claim. And there- 
fore in thefe, and all other Cafes of a like na- 
ture, where Juftice isnot concern’d, which have 
no Appearance of Malice or Crueliy, but are 
Confiderations of Wifdom only ; ’tis very per- 
tinené and rational to fay to an Objector, Nay, 
but O Man, who art thou, that replieft againft 
God? 

From what has been faid, the Author draws 
the two following Inferences. 1/7, How necef- 
fary ’tis that we confider the Ufes to which 
Paffages of Scripture areapplied, and don’t ar- 
gue generally from what ts only adapted to a 
particular Cafe. ‘* This ts, fays Mr. Fofter, 
*¢ one Reafon why Texts have been fo abomi- 
‘* nably perverted, and ftrained to fuch abjurd 
“and unnatural Senfes, as are not only con- 
‘*¢ trary to their true Defign, and the general 
<< Scope and Tenor of the Revelation, but 
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© {trike at the Foundation of all Religion.” 
adly, Let us cultivate in our Minds the higheft 
Reverence of God, efpecially the moft honou- 
rable Apprehenfions of his moral Character ; 
and being perfuaded that all his Counfels are 
the Refult of infinite Wifdom, and that his Will 
is ever determin’d by the highe/? Reafon, let us 
humbly acquiefce in all the Methods of his 
Providence. 


Tue Subject of the fixth Sermon is the Abufes 
of Freethinking, on Galat.v.13. For, Brethven, 
ye have been called unto Liberty, only ufe not Li- 
berty for an occafion to the Flefo, The Author 
begins with obferving, that there is not a more 
valuable Bleffing in human Life, than Liberty. 
Civil Liberty is the Bafis of all focial Happinefs, 
and Liberty of Confcience the only Foundation of 
a rational Religion. When this latter is. re- 
{train’d, we are treated rather’ like Brutes than 
Men ; i. ¢. Creatures indued with moral Powers, 
and accountable for their Actions. But becaufe 
the World is apt to run into Extremes, St. Paul 
in the Text advifes the Galatians, not to mif- 
take Lisentioufne/s for Chriftian Liberty, Mr. 
Fofter confiders the Subject in a different 
Light, fuited to the Complexion and Genius 
of the prefent Age; and enquires into fome of 
the chief Abutes of Freethinking ; by which it 


happens,that what is really the peculiar Honcur, | 


and greateft Advantage of our intelligent Nature, 
becomes a Reproach to it, and is attended with 
mott injurious Confequences. 

And fir, embracing the Principle of Liberty 
has ended, with many, in Infidelity, or a difbe- 
hief of all Religion. ’Tis moft evident, that 
Infidelity never more abounded than in this Age 

of 
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* of free Inquiry. Whence can this arife? Cer- 


tainly, not from a thorough and impartial Exa- 
mination, from a fuperior Underftanding, or more 
adequate and enlarged Views of Things ; but of- 
tentimes from Jgnorance, fuperficial Enquiry, and 


‘even from that Prejudice and implicit Faith, 


e 


which the Monopolizers of Reafon and Free- 
thinking fo loudly difclaim, But here the Au- 
thor would not be thought, by any thing heis 
advancing upon that fubjeét, to difcourage the 
moft rational and free ‘Examination of all reli- 
gious Principles, be they ever. fo facred and ve- 
nerable, and tranfmitted down with ever fo much 
4we and Solemnity by our Fore-fathers ; nor 
would he be thought to affert, that any Man is 
oblig’d to receive a Revelation, which, upon 
mature Deliberation, appears to be unworthy 
of God, and repugnant to the Reafon and Na- 
ture of Things. For his only Defign is to 
point out fome falfe Principles, which are all 
an Abufe of the true Principle of. Liberty, and 
by which ’tis highly probable many of the pro- 
feffed Admirers, and zealous Efpoufers of it,, have 
been led to a difregard both of reveal’d and natu- 
ra! Religion. . 
Ir frequently happens, that Men finding in 
time, that fome Doétrines, which before they 
Jook’d upon as very important,nay effential Parts 
of Chriftianity, are ab/urd and irrational; they 
prefently conclude that Chriftianity i/elf 
muft be falfe, becaufe fuch Doctrines, which 
are erroneoufly reckon’d as parts of it, cannot 
be true. Thus, for inftance, a Man is con- 
svine’d that God can’t be an arbitrary Being, 
who has no regard to the mora] Fitnefs of things ; 
or an ill-natur’d Being, who, purely for the Of- 
tentation of his uncontroulable Power and Sove- 
reignty, 
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reignty, has abfolutely determin’d the — final 
Mifery of great numbers of his reafonable Crea- 
tures, But thefe pafs, among many, for im- 
portant Principles of the Chriftian Religion, 
and therefore, Chriftianity is an Impofture. 

But why, fays Mr. Fofer, may not Chri- 
ftians mifreprefent the Doétrines of the Religion 
which they profefs? Or is it reafonable that any 


_ Religion fhould be condemn’d , before ’tis ex~ 


amin’d, merely from Hearfay ? Is this Freedom 
of Thought, ‘and rational Enquiry? Far from it? 
*Tis rank Prejudice under the cover of that ami- 
able Name; and a Prejudice, which if it was 
fuffer’d to prevail in all cafes, would render it 
impoffible for Men to diftinguifh between true 
and falfe Religions, For there’s nothing fo ex- 
travagant but inay be charg’d upon the beft and 
moft unexceptionable Scheme in the World, as 
eafily as upon the worft. Befides, fuch a Con- 
duét as this, I mean, concluding that. becaufe 
one thing isfalfe,another which has no relation or 
connection with it, is fo likewife; argues.a very 
foallowFudzment,anda greatConfufionof Thought. 

Tue fame may be faid in refpeét of fome, 
who think, that becaufe they have a Right to 
reject all pretended Principles of Religion, which 
are contrary to Reafon, they may likewife throw 
off the belief of every thing that they can’t fully 
account for. They imagine themfelves, for ex- 
ample, no more oblig’d to belicve a Providence, 
becaufe the vifible Courfe of Things is perplex’d 
and intricate, full of apparent Diforder and 
feeming Injuftice ; than they are to receive fuch 
DoGtrines as affert that God is a rigorous, fe- 


vere, and inexorable Sovereign, that delights. 


in the Mifery of his Creatures, &c.. Thisis 
another too common Abule of Liberty, leading 
to 
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to a Difbeliefeven of the firft Principl¢s of na- 
tural Religion; an Abufe that argues great 
Narrowne/s of Mind, and what Perfons of any 
«Compafs and Freedom of Thought can’t be guilty 
of. A free Enquiry neceffarily fuppofes, as the 
Foundation of it, a modeft Temper of Mind, 
confcious of its own Weaknefs and Imperfection, 
which always reftrains from paffing a Judgment, 
or determining concerning the Truth or Falf- 
hood of Things, about which, we have no 
Ideas, and which are beyond the Reach of our 
prefent Faculties. 

Acatn, fome feem to miftake Liberty for a 
Right to difpute every Thing, and cavilat all re- 
ligious Principles, which are commonly re- 
ceiv’d. The great Delight of thefe People, 
who are often to be met with, is to puzzlea 
Controverfy, and ftart Objections againft fome 
Point or other of reveal’d Religion; not from 
a Defire of having them con/fider’d or folu’d, but 
from Vanity, a Spirit of Contradiéfion, or an 
odd Affectation of Free-thinking. Be their pri- 
vate Sentiments concerning Chriftianity what 
they will,they can’ttake it amifs if they are rank’d 
on the fide of Jnfidelity,becaufe they are always 
talking againft Religion, but never defending it. 
Befides, fuppofing they have, at firft, no Defign 
to hurt Chriftianity by their cavilling at it; 
yet their Thoughts being continually turn’d a- 
gainft it, they come at laft to think that their 
Objections have fome weight, and by degrees 
to imagine that they are more and more impor- 
tant; andinthe End, that they are of fufficient 
Strength to overthrow the ChriftianReligion,and 
prove itanImpofture: And thus,what wasat firft 
only Vanity, Diverfion, or Contradiétion, ma 
by degrees be confirmed and fettled Infidelity. 

Befides, 
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Befides, the Oppofition fuch Perfons frequently 
meet with, will make them more tenacious of 
what they have advanc’d, and inclin’d to main- 
tain it. 

A fecond general Abufe of the Principle of 
Liberty is this, that it has led many, who have 
not proceeded fo far asa downright Difbelief of 
all Religion, to pay no Regard, or, at moft, 
but a flight and trifling Regard to inftrumental 
and pofitive Duties. Becaufe the Folly and mif- 
chievous Confequences of Superftition and En- 
thufiafm are plain; becaufe Reading, Hearing, 
Praying, &c. can anfwer no valuable Purpotes. 
farther than as they influence Men to good 
Works; becaufe placing the whole of Religion 
in inward Impulfes, a warm and lively Imagina- 
tion, and Heats and Raptures of Devotion, has 
been of vaft differvice to the Caufe of folid and 
ufeful Virtue ; becaufe moral Duties are infi- 
nitely preferable to thofe of a pofitive and ritual 
Nature; hence it has been inferr’d, that all in- 
firumental and pofitive Duties of Piety are not 
only unneceffary, but hurtful ; and that an inward 
Veneration and Efteem of the Deity, improv’d 
by frequent and ferious Meditation, and mani- 
felted by a good Life, is fufficient, without any 
outward ftated Acts of Worfhip, or religious 
Ceremonies, But can there be a more forced 
and unnatural Inference? If Superftition, En- 
thufiafm, €@c . are mifchievous Things, does it 
follow that there is no rational Devotion, and that 
fuch an one can’t be helpful to us in the purfuit 
of Virtue? It is plain from a conftant Expe- 
rience, that {tated and folemn Addreffes to God 
have a direct Tendency to fix in our Minds an 
habitual Reverence of his Perfeétions, a ftrong 
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Senfe of our neceffary Dependance upon him, 
and continual Obligations tohim. And ’tisno 
Jefs undeniable, that a publick and /ocial Wor- 
fhip is very ufeful to preferve in the World 
a general Senfe of a Deity, of Providence, 
and of the grand Duties of Religion. Are pofi- 
tive Precepts to be entirely neglected, becaufe 
the moral ones are of prior Obligation and fupe- 
rior Excellency ? To fay’this, is in effeét to af- 
fert that one thing can’t be good becaufe another 
is better ; and becaufe that other is more u/eful, 
this can be of no fervice at all. So that the 
Notion of the abjolute Infignificancy of inftru- 
mental and initituted Religion is as much an Ex- 
treme, asthe making the chief Part of Virtue 
and true Goodnefs to confift init ; and both pro- 
ceed in a great meafure from the fame Principle, 
viz. a flight Fudgment and fuperficial Enquiry. 

Lajtly, Free-thinking has been abufed and per- 
verted in the prefent Age, by degenerating 
into a light trifling Frame of Mind, and a Hu- 
mour of treating facred Things with Ridicule. 
With People who affect this way, Liberty isno- 
thing elfe but a free,bold Manner of treating all 
Subjects /udicroufly, and turning them into a 
Fe. But fuch empty Triflers ought to know, 
that there can be no true Wit, which has not 
Reafon for the Foundation of it; that ridiculing 
what is in itfelf good, ufeful, and venerable, 
fixes 2 certain Reproach upon him that attempts 
it, either upon his Underftanding, or upon his 
Morals; that jeffing with things of thehigheft 
Confequence, is Lolly and Madnefs; and that 
to banter and treat with Scurrility the eftablith’d 
Religion of our Country, and that which-all 
around us eftecm and reverence, is a great vio- 
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lation of all the Rules of Decency, and good 
Breeding. 

From what hasbeen faid, the Author draws 
a general Inference, waich is very much to the 
purpofe, viz. That there are nothings in them-, 
felves fo excellent, but what are capable of 
being abus’d, This, fays he, nee refults 
from the Principle of Liberty, which God has 
planted in human Nature, and which, at the 
fame time, that it fuppores, that “tis in a 
Man’s power to improve his Faculties and the 
Advantag xes he enjoys, muft fuppofe that ts 
in his power, likewife, to darken and neglef 
them. And asthis Abule ts no jutt Objection to 
the Wifdom and Goodneis of the Creator, fo 
Neither is it any Argument againf{ the Ly. 
cellency and Ufefulue/s ot Liberty itfelf; any 
more, than ’tis an Areume nt a oxinft Reafon, 
that it is fometimes employ’d to inde ‘rmine the 
Foundations of Religion and Virtue, and to 
contrive Schemes of Injuftice, Fraud, and Ty- 
ranny. Thereal nature of Things is not in the 
leaft alrer’d by our erroneous Sentiments, or if- 
regular Behaviour. So that, tho’ the Exercife 
of free Enquiry, in matters of Religion, has 
been grofsly and fhamefully abus’d, we ong 
Not, upon thisaccount, to entertain the wor/e 
Opinion of the Principle itfelf; becaafe it is, 
indeed, the chief Glory of our Nature, the very 
End for which we were endued with Reafon, 
and even abfolutely effential to a rational Faith: 
for there can no more be true Faith without 
Evidence, than there can without /deas; From 
whence it follows, that this Liberty of judging 
for ourfelves, is oneof the mot /acred and una- 
Bienable Rights of Mankind, which we muit 

Cea value 
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value above all the Advantages of this World, 
and conftantly affert and vindicate, 

We beg leave of our Readers to ftop here, 
and to refer them to the next Journal for the 
remaining part of this Abftract. 


ARTICLE Xx. 


A Second Abftratt of Mr. De Crovusaz’s 
Examination of Pyrrhonifm Ancient 


and Modern. {| See the firft Abjtratt in 
No. XXI. Article XIL p. 226. | 


N the fecond Part of this Work, Mr. De 
Croufaz undertakes to confute Sesetus Empi- 
ricus ; for which purpofe he gives us in the firft ” 
Section an exact and : impartial Account of that 
Philofopher’s Principles ; and then propofes his 
own Obfervations, to confute Sextys’s Argu- 
ments. 

Tue Dogmatifls, fays Sextus, are thofe, who 
admit fome Propofitions, which they believe 
are certainly true: fuch are the Followers of 
Ariftotle and Epicurus, and the Stoicks. The 
Academicks, on the contrary, maintain that it is 
impoffible to come at any certain Truth, and 
therefore needlefs to fearch after it. But the 
Scepticks ftill inquire after Truth, though they 
don’t affirm whether or not ’tis poffible to find 
it out. Sextus declares, that he is of that Sect ; 
and tells us, that we muft not read his Book in 
order to know what he affirms or denies ; fince 
he does not determine any thing, acting only 
the part of an Hiftorian, acquainting us meer- 
ly with the Appearances of Things: For the 
Scepticks were never pofitive in their Affertions ; 

3 they 
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they faid only, videtur, the thing feems to be 
fo. 

Tue Intention of the Scefticks, is to acquire a 
perfect Tranquillity of the Mind: They exa- 
mine cafefully every Idea of the Mind, and 
whatever our Senfes offer to us; they compare 
one fpiritual Idea with another; one Senfarion 
with another; and the Ideas with the Senfa- 
tions. This they do, in order to find reafons 
for rejecting a Propofition as ftrong as thofe 
that may be alledged to admit it. By this 
means the Mind is Jeft undetermined; and not 
knowing on which fide Truth is, or what is 
Good or Evil, it neither defires nor fears any 
thing, and is not affected with the Trouble and 
Anxiety which the-Paffions create. This Tran- 
quillity of Mind is what the Greeks called Atar- 
axia, an undifturbed State: A Sceptick Philofo- 
pher is he that has acquired this happy Tran- 
quillity ; one of the fundamental Maxims of thag 
Sect is this, Whatever Reafons bave been alledged 
to prove an Affertion, it is foffiible to prove the 
contrary with Reajons equally jirong. 

TuaTt the Readers may the better know 
what the Scepticks are, we'll give here their 
Character, as it is deteribed by Mr. De Crox/az 
from Sextus Empiricus, ** When a Sceftickiays, 
‘* he is hor, he grants indeed, that it feems to’ 
him he his hot, but‘he ts far from affirming 
that he really is fo; he does never determine 
what things are in themfelves; in that fenfe 
every thing is doubtful to him. But when 
you fay, that every thing is doubtful, are 
you not at leaft perfuaded of what you 
fay? By no means; I doubt of the Truth 
of that fame Propofition, as well as of all 
others; I neither affirm nor deny it; and 
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¢¢ when I ufe fuch or the like Expreffions, I 
‘¢ don’t pretend to affirm the Truth of what I 
*¢ fay, though I feem. to talk pofitively, and 
“ by way of “Affirmation.” Though the Scep- 
ticks never affert the Truth of any thing, yet 
in the ordinary Courfe of Life they aét ace 
cording to what feems probable to them ; 
they conform to the Cuftoms and Fafhions of 
he Countries where they live, and alfo follow 
tucir own Paffions and Defires, 
Tre Scepticks faid, that there is no Criterium, 

no M fark by which Truth may be with cer- 

ainty .diftinguifhed from Falfhood ; therefore 
they followed the Inftinét of N: ature, the Laws 
and Cuftoms of their Country, and thofe Rules 
and: Maxims which are eftablifhed inevery Art 
by the Profeffors of it: They alledged ten 
principal Reafons for thus abftaining from 
saffing a pofitive Judgment. The firft is, 
that there is fuch a vaft difierence between all 
kinds of Animals, and their different Senfes, 
that we cannot be fure whether or not they are 
aff:ed in the fame manner, by the fame Ob- 
jects: how then fhall we Men be fure that we 
perceive things as they are in reality? for in- 
ftance, an Objeét ap pears red to our Eyes; but 
who fhall tell us whether it does not appear 
blue or green to another Animal? 

adiy, THERE is as much difference between 
one Man and another, as there is between Men 
and the other living Creatures, Demopbon was 
cold in the Su IN, and warm out of it, and the 
Emperor Tiberius could f ce In the Dark: How 
wide dot heD, ematifis di lifter 2 ap g themfeives ? 
Mutt we believe all Men? But that is im spofi- 
ble, fince their Opinions are inconfiftent with 
one another, Mutt we prefer one to all the 
reft ? 
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reft? But whom fhall we chufe? Does not 
every body think his Opinions any are true, 
and thofe of every body elfe falfe? Muft we 
follow the greatett Number? But not to fay 
that this is childifh, how fhall we know on 
which fide of a Queftion the greateft Number 
is? And does it not happen very often, that 
what is the Opinion of but a few Perfons in one 
Country, is in another Country believed by a 
vaft number of People ? 

3dly, We can judge of things only accord- 
ing to what they appear to us; but: the diffe- 
rent Senfes give us not only various, but alfo 
oppofite Ideas of things. When we look ona 
Pidture, if we believe our Eyes, fome Objects 


are very near to us, and others at a great di- . 


ftance: Whereas, if we pafs our Hand over 
the Picture, the Senfe of Feeling does not con- 
vey any fach Idea to our Minds. Bodies 
have perhaps but one Quality, which in a man- 
ner multiplies itfelf, and appears under different 
Forms, according to the different Senfes, which 
are affeéted by it: Or perhaps Bodies have a 
great many Qualities, which are unknown to 
us, becaufe we want the proper Senfes on which 
thefe Qualites might make their Impreffions. 
What Man will be able to determine chefe 
ueftions? 

4thly, Tue fame thing appears different to 
the fame Senfe, according as we are differently 
difpofed; the fame thing pleafes or vexes us 

according to the different Humour we are in: 
and when we pretend to judge of things, our 
Mind is biaffed by the Condition and Circum- 
ftances in which we are; an old Man blames 
what a young Man praiies, and both pretend 
to be in the right. If there are any Marks by 
Cc 4 which 
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which we may know the Truth of the Matter ; © 


if you fay there is fuch a Mark or Criterium, 
by which I may diftinguifh what is certain, 
from what is doubtful; 1 will defire you to let 
me know it, and to lay your Proofs before 
me: but then I will ask again, have thefe 
Proofs the infallible Mark or Criterium ; and 
whatever reafon you may alledge, I will put 
again the fame Queftion to you. Here we be 
leave to obferve, that when a Man denies that 
there is a Criterium or certain Mark of Truth, 
it isin vain we undertake to prove to him, fince 
every Argument we may alledge againft him, 
is a mere begging of the Queftion ; for, in or- 
der to argue, we muft fuppofe beforehand that 
there is a Criterium or Mark by which we may 
diftinguifh a good Argument from a bad one : 
But then every Man that will be fincere, muft 
confefs, that there are fome Propofitions, which 
are fo evident, that it is impoffible for him to 
doubt of them; hence it will follow, that 
EvipENce is the Criterium or characteriftick 
Mark of Truth? 

5thly, OBJECTS appear very different to us, 
according to the different Situation we are in, 
when we view them: Who fhall tell us in what 
Situation we muft be, to fee thefe Objects as 
they are in reality? 

6thly, Tue impreffions which the Objects 
without us make upon our Senfes, have always 
fome Mixture, which alters them. Thus the 
Image, which comes from an Objeét, and en- 
ters the Eye, paffes through the Air, and 
through the Tunicks and Humours of the Eye. 


How fhall we know that thefe Mediums, . 


through which it paffes, don’t alter it in fuch a 
manner, that the Object is not reprefented as it 
really 
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really is? The fame may be {aid in proportion 
of the other Senfes. 
7thly, Tuincs appear very different from what, 
they were, if the Situation or the Quantity be al- 
tered, If you fcrape Horn, the fame Bits, which 
before appeared black, will now appear white ; 
a Remedy, which taken in a certain Quantity, 
is falutary, will become a Poifon if you take a 
greater Quantity of it, What can be affirmed 
of a thing that feems fo different from itfelf? In 
what Situation, or in what Quantity muft we 
confider it, to know certainly what it is? 
8tbly, How attentively foever we confider 
things, we can perceive only how they are re- 
Jated to one another; but no Senfe, no Percep- 
tion can make us know what they are in them- 
felves. 
gthly, We admire what is rare and uncom- 
mon, and defpife what is ufual ; whence it ap- 
pears that we have no fixed Rule, whereby to 
judge of the real Worth of Things. 
10thly, Tue Laws and Cuftoms of one Na- 
tion, are not only different, but quite oppofite 
to thofe of another; what is by fome accounted 
Virtuous and Praife-worthy, is by others ac- 
counted Vicious and Abominable ; what fome 
allow, others forbid: the Dogmati/ts themfelves 
are not agreed concerning the Principles of 
Morality, and the Confequences which may be 
drawn from them. Thefe are the ten Motives 
of Reafons upon which the Scesticks ground 
their famous em, Epocha, or abjtaining from 
judging; this made them fay, that there is no- 
thing certain, at leaft with regard to Men, and 
that every thing is incomprehenfible. 
Mr. De Croufaz having given us this Ac- 
count of the Scepticks, from Sextus’s Pyrrbonian 
Hypotypoles, 
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Hypotypojes, or Reprefentation of the Pyrrbho- 
nians, he offers in the next Seétion fome Ob- 
fervations on the Scepticks, and undertakes to 
fhew how inconfiftent they were with them- 
felves; and he makes it appear, that although 
they pretended not to affirm or deny any 
thing pofitively, they were neverthelefs as po- 
fitive as the moft peremptory Dogmatifts. For 
the Scepticks, in order to prove, that nothing 
is certain, were obliged to fuppofe fome Prin- 
ciples, as the foundation of their Reafonings, 
and to draw Confequences from them; but 
what was this, but a mere begging of the Que- 
ffions? For they could be ftopped at their firft 
fetting out, by being told, that to prove that 
there is nothing certain, they fuppofed that 
fomething is certain, viz. the ten Affertions or 
Principles we have mentioned. Our Author 
alfo fhews at Jarge, that in the Courfe of their 
Lives, and in civil Affairs, the Scepticks ated 
and reafoned like other Men: but all what our 
Author fays on this head is nothing to the 
Purpofe, fince the Scepticks maintained, that, 
though nothing was certain, yet they acted on 
every occafion according to what appeared to 
them. 

In the third Section Mr. De Crou/faz gives us 
an Account of Sextus’s fecond Book of the Pyr- 
rhonian Hypotypofes, and confutes him in the 
mean time; and as Sextus in his fecond Book 
only enlarges upon what he has faid in the firft, 
Mr. De Crevfaz’s Obfervations are levelled 
againft both. But here we muft beg leave to 
fay, that Mr. De Croufaz writes in fuch a loofe 
and incoherent manner, his Stile is fo diffufe, 
and he repeats fo often the fame thing, that it 
is very difficult to bring his Obfervations and 

Argu- 
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Arguments into the Compafs of a few Words. 
He feems indeed to make fome Apology for 
thefe Defects, becaufe Sextus, whom he inten- 
ded to follow clofely, and to confute as he went 
along, is alfo guilty of thems but he might 
have reduced Sextus’s Pyrrhonian Scheme to fome 
particular Heads, and thus have confuted him 
methodically, and in much fhorter manner: 
but by this means he would not have made a 
Jarge Volume in Folio. However, we will en- 
deavour to make our Abftract as coherent as is 
poffible, and to reduce Mr. De Croufaz’s Re- 
fiections to two particular Heads, viz. The 
inconfiftency of the Scepticks, and the Mark by 
which Truth may be certainly diftinguifhed 
from Fafhood. 


First, then, with regard to theInconfiftency 
of the Scepticks; we have faid already, that 
they Jay down fome Principles, from which they 
draw Confequences; which feems inconfiftent 
with the Character of thofe who pretend that 
every thing is doubtful and uncertain: for if 
that be, how can they depend upon the Confe- 
quences they draw from their own Principles? 
They alfo explain with great Accuracy the 
Words which they ufe in their Reafoning ; but 
how can this be done, if every thing be dark and 
unintelligible? Do they pretend to clear up what 
was obfcure before? If fo, they muft confefs 
that fomething at leaft is clear, after they have 
Cefined it, If the Scepticks anfwer, that they 
don’t know whether any thing can be cleared 
up by Definitions; to what purpofe then do 
they give themfelves the trouble of defining and 
explaining Words? They pretended to confute 
the Dogmatits ; but this luppofes that they un- 

deritood 
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derftood their Writings and Opinions? When 
they were asked, fays Mr. De Croufaz, do you 
know that this was the Opinion of Zeno or of 
Epicurus, or is that dark and unknown to you? 
«¢ If you think you apprehend the meaning of 

thofe you pretend to confute, you mutt 
confefs that you are fure of fomething, 
which is renouncing your Scepiicifm. If 
you fay, that you don’t underftand the 
Books you read, or the Perfons with whom 
you difpute, why do you contradié&t them, 
and pretend to argue againft what you 
don’t underftand?””? Mr. De Croufaz, to fhew 
how ridiculous the Scepticks are, brings in one 
of them talking after this manner: J don’t 
know whether I have well underftood Socrates’s 
meaning, but I will confute him for all that: His 
Opinion was perhaps quite different from what I 
fuppofe it tobe; be bad perbaps very good reafons 
for what he afferted, and my Arguments may 
have no Strength, perbaps I dow t know what 1 
fay when I talk upon this Subject: but no matter 
for that, I will put in order what appears to me ; 
and read afterwards over again, and polifb it; 
and it feems to me, that to make the Reader un- 
derfiand what I have wrote, I will take all the 
pains which a Man would take, who is per- 
fuaded, he bas Truth on bis fide. Thus our 
Avthor thinks a Sceptick would talk, if he 
was fincere; but to tell the truth, fays he, 
the Scepticks were fenfible that they had not 
miftook the Senfe of the Authors they pre- 
tended to confute; they oppofed againft them 
the beft Arguments they could invent, they 
put them in the ftrongeft light; they thought 
thofe Arguments were good, and did not doubt 
but they would convince their Readers: but 
they 
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they did not care to own it, being perfuaded 
that if they once own’d fo much, their Anta- 
gonifts would foon get an entire Victory over 
them. 

2dly, With regard to the Charatteriftick of 
Truth, by which it may be certainly diftin- 
guifh’d from Falfhood ; Mr. De Crou/az main- 
tains, that this Mark or Chara¢teriftick is no- 
thing elfe but the Evidence and Perfpicuity of 


Things: and he fhews that the Scepticks them- - 


felves are oblig’d to admit this, fince it is upon 
that very fame Principle they argue. Sextus’s 
Argument was this, Truth is either entirely 
evident, or entirely dark, or partly evident and 
partly dark. If fome dark Propofitions are 
true, and fome of thofe which appear evident to 
us are alfo true, how fhall we diftinguith thofe 
which only appear evident, from thofe that are 
really fo? And to know that a Propofition is 
certain, we muft know before-hand, that things 
are in reality what they appear to bes; and 
fince we cannot acquire that Knowledge, we 
muft be content to doubt of every thing. 
Here Mr. De Crou/az afks the following Quef- 
tions. Doesa Man, who ufes fuch Expreffions, 
underftand what he fays; or are his Words 
bare Sounds without any Senfe? Is the Senfe of 
the Propofitions he utters clear to him, or 
not? Does he not feel within himfelf that he 
reafons juftly? If fo, he perceives then that 
Evidence, to which we muft yield whether we 
willor not, without any further Proof ; he fees 
that Light, which does not want another Light 
to make it appear: Therefore wherever the 
fame Light ftrikes us, we may be equally cer- 
tain, that we have Truth on our fide: Hence 
it follows,that EvipENcE is that os 
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of Truth, which we wanted to find out, Our 
Author anfwers afterwards to fome other Cavils 
of Sextus, but we think it needlefs to enter into 
thofe particulars. 

In the fourth Section Mr. De Croufaz exa- 
mines the third Book of Sextus’s Hypotypo/es. 
Sextus begins the firft Chapter of that Book, by 
telling us, that as a true Sceptick, he will wor- 
fhip the fame Gods which his Country-men 
adore ; this, I fuppofe, he did for fear of being 
profecuted for Non-Conformity. He then ar- 
gues againft the Being of aGod, and concludes 
in thefe Words: A Man muft be impious, 
who believes a Deity, for it is impious to think, 
that God cannot do that, which is beft; or if 
he can, that he will not do it: but whoever 
believes a God, muft admit one of thefe Propo- 
fitions ; fince the Evils, of which thisWorld 
is full, fhew, that God either will not or can- 
not preventthem. As Mr. Bayle hasalfo urg’d 
that fame Objection ; our Author does not an- 
fwer it in this place, but refers us to what he 
offers againft Mr. Bayle in the third part of this 
Work ; fo that we. muit differ to lay before 
the Reader our Author’s Obfervations, ’till we 
come to that part of his Book, where he an- 
fwers Mr. Bayle’s Objections. 

Mr. De Crozufaz next endeavours to confute 
the Arguments by which Sextus undertook to 
prove that there are no Caufes at all ; but as 
thefe Arguments are mere cavils, founded only 
upon Equivocations, we don’t think it pro- 
per to give an Account of them; nor of our 
Author’s Anfwers, which may eaftly be gueffed. 
We may fay the fame, with regard to the Ar- 
guments, by which Sextus pretends to fhew,: 


thay 
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that it is impoffible there fhould be Bodies in 
the World. 

But as Mr. Bayle has in a manner main- 
tain’d the fame Opinion by Arguments groun- 
ded on the Obfervations of the modern Philo- 
fophers, we think it will be proper to lay thefe 
Arguments before the Reader, with Mr. De 
Croufaz’s Anfwer. 

“© THe Scepticks, fays Mr. Bayle, were in 
*s the right to maintain, that the Qualities of 

the Bodies, which make Impreffions on our 

Senfes were mere Appearances; we may 

very well fay, that we feel the Heat when 

we approach the Fire, but wecannot affirm 

that the Fire really is, what it appears to be. 

Thus the antient Scepticks talked. But now 

the modern Philofophers are mare pofitive 5 

they fay roundly, that Heat, Ocours, Co- 

lours, €f¢, are not in the Objects of our 

Senfes, but are mere Modifications of our 

Souls 5 and that Bodiesare not what they ap- 

pear to be. Indeed thefe Philofophers would 

fain have excluded Space and Motion fiom 

the Lift of mere Appearances, but they 

could not; for if the Objects of our Sentes ap- 

pear to us warm,cold,colour’d,&c. tho’ they 

be not fo,why fhould they not alfo appear to 

us extended, figured, in Reft or in Motion, 

tho’ there be no fuch thing ? Farther, the 

Objects of our S Senfes cannot be the Caules of 

the Senfations we have: we could therefore 

feel Heat or Cold, tee Colours, Ficures, 

Motion, Reft, Extenfion, tho’ there were 

no Bodies in the World; we have then no 
good Arguments of the Being of Bodies. 
The only ¢ “good A \rgument thac could be al- 
ledged is this ; ; God would ; lmpoie upon us, 
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¢¢ if he fhould communicate to our Souls the 
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Ideas we have of the Bodies, tho’ there were 
really no Bodies at all. But this Argument 
is weak, becaufe it provestoo much. Since 
the Beginning of the Worldall Men, except 
perhaps one among a hundted millions, firm- 
ly believe that the Bodiesare colour’d ; and 
this is an Error. Now lafk, did God im- 
pofe uponall Mankind with regard to Colours ? 
If he did it in this refpect, why could he 
not do it alfo with regard to Extention, 
Motion, &%¢? This laft Impofition will not 
be lefs innocent, nor lefs confiftent with the 
Perfections of the Supreme Being, than the 
former. And if he does not impofe upon them 
with regard to Colours, it is becaufe he does 
not force them irrefiftably to believe that 
Colours really exift without them, but only 
that it thus appears to them. The fame 
will be maintain’d with regard to Exten- 
fion. God does not irrefiftably induce us to 
fay, that it exifts, but only that it thus ap- 
pears to us. ’Tis more difficult for a Car- 
tefian to fufpend his Judgment, with regard 
to the Being of Extenfion, than itis for a 
Countryman to withhold from affirming that 
the Sun fhines, or that Snow is white. There- 
fore if we are miftaken when we believe that 
Bodies exift, God will not be the Author of 
that Miftake, fince he is not the Author of 
the Countryman’s Miftake with regard to 
Light or Colours. Thefe are the Advan- 
tages, which accrue to the Scepticks from the 
modern Philofophy.’’ ‘Thus far Mr, Bayle, 


whofe Words our Author quotes: he then en- 
deavours to anfwer thefe Arguments; but he 
does it in fo prolix and confufed a manner, 


that 
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thar it is very difficult to give’ the Subftance of 
his Aniwer. 

Hz fays that if we attentively confider the 
Objects of our Senfes, and the Impreffions they 
make upon us, we fhall find indeed, that we 
often afcribe to the Bodies Properties which are 
only Modifications of our Souls, occafioned by 
the Bodies ; but that we will alfo be forced to 
conclude that there muft be fome things without 
us, which are the Occafion of our Senfation, 
and which we call Bodies, He afterwards gives 
us another Proof of the Being of Bodies. ‘«* The 
** Senfations, fays he, which feem to be the 
*s Effect of the Impreffions, which the exter- 
*© nal Objects make upon us, are not at our 
“© command ; we feel painful Senfations whe- 
s¢ ther we will or not, and we cannot have 
** agreeable ones when we pleafe. If then 
** there be no Bodies, there muft bea Caufe 
‘¢ different from ourfelves, which creates thofe 
** Senfations in us, at its own Will and Plea- 
¢ fure, notat ours. This Caufe muft be in- 
* telligent, fince it knows our Thoughts and 
* difpofes of them. The Power and Know- 
“6 ledge of this Caufe muft be admirable and in- 
** finite; it muft have the Ideas of all the Im- 
‘¢ preffions, that have ever been made upon us, 
s« and of all the Senfations they have occafion’d, 
«¢ that the fubfequent Senfations may anfwer 
“¢ the preceding as exactly, as if the external 
«¢ Objects were really extant. It is plain, that 
«¢ fuch a Caufe could not aét coherently, if it 


‘¢ did not propofe fome End, or if it did not . 


<* intend to reprefent to us a regular Series of 
*¢ Senfations well link’d together. Such a Caufe 
** has therefore the Ideas of thofe things, 
No. XXII. 1733. Dd which 
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«¢ which it reprefents to us as really exifting ; it 
ss muft then conceive thofe Things are poffible 5 
© otherwile it could not create in us the Ap- 
*¢ pearance and Images of them ; it could not 
«< imitate them. If then a World, as it ap- 
“¢ pears to 11s, is poffible, why fhould not the 
‘¢ powerful Caufe, of which we are fpeaking, 
¢ really create it, rather than beconftantly im- 
« ployed in barely reprefenting it tous ? Should 
s¢ fuch a Caufe delight more in the Appea- 
«¢ rances than in the Reality of Things ? Should 
s¢ it take more pleafure in deceiving us than 
«¢ in not impofing upon us? But if it intends to 
«© deceive Men, without their being aware of 
*s it, why does it permit that fome Men be 
«¢ cunning enough to find out the Cheat? Or 
‘¢ if it intends that Men fhould know there’s 
«© no Reality in the Phenomena of this World, 
*¢ how comes it to pafs that the greateft Parc 
«© of Mankind cannot be perfuaded of it.” 
The more we reflect upon fuch a Syftem, adds 
our Author, the more it appears incredible and 
monftrous ; and fhall a Sceptick never fo little 
attentive and fincere dare to affirm, that this 
Syftem is as probable, as that which fuppofes 
that the Phenomena of this Univerfe are real? 

Mr, de Crou/uz afterwards fhews that the fu- 
preme Caufe muft be an intelligent Being, who 
loves Order, Wifdom, and Juftice, and can- 
not therefore be fuppofed to deceive Mankind. 
How far this Obfervation, and the Paffage we 
have tranflated from ovr Author, be a folid 
Anfwer to Mr, Bayle’s Argument, we leave the 
Reader to judge. 

Our Author examines afterwards another 
Argument, which Mr. Bayle propofed againft 
the Poffibility of Exten/ion ; which isas fol ~~ 
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If there was an Exiénfion or Space, it fhould 
confift of Mathematical Points, or of Phyfical 
Points (Atoms) or of Parts infinitely divifible 5 
but it can confift of neither of thefe; therefore 
Extenfion or Space is impoffible. That Exten- 
fion cannot confift of Mathematical Points, nor 
of Atoms, (undivifible Parts) is granted: but 
how does Mr. Bayle make it. appear, that Ex- 
tenfion cannot confift of Parts infinitely divi- 
fible? Why, he fays, that Philofophers will 
never anfwer the following Objection, which 
he pretends is felf-evident, and as clear as the 
Sun at Noon-day ; viz. An infinite Number of 
Parts, each of which is extended and diftin& 
from all others, not only with regard to its 
Entity or Being, but alfo with regard to the 
place it fills up, can never be contain’d in a 
Space an hundred thoufand Millions of Times 
lefs than the hundred thoufandth Part of a Grain 
of Muftard Seed. And here we will obferve,thac 
_ this Argument can puzzle fuch Perfons only, as 
have no Skill in Mathematicks ; for as Mr. de 
Croufaz very juftly anfwers, the Place which 
every Particle of Matter fills up is proportioned 
to the Smallnefs of that Particle. We'll ob- 
ferve further, that Mr. Bayle fuppofes in this 
Argument,and in another which Mr. de Grou/az 
alfo gives us, that an infinite Number of Par- 
ticles infinitely fmall, muft be equal to another 
infinite Number of Particles; whence it would 
follow, that the whole Univerfe is equal to a 
Grain of Corn, fince both contain an infinite 
Number of Particles. But no Mathematician 
will grant his Pofition, fince they muft main= 
tain that there are feveral Degrees or Claffes of 
Infinites, as there are of Things finite. Mr: 
Bayle’s reafoning is like thatef a Man; who 
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would fay that fince the Earth has two Halfs, 
and a Grain of Muftard-Seed has alfo two Halfs, 
the Earth and a Grain of Muftard-Seed muft be 
equal: but every body underftands that each 
Half of both thefe Bodies are proportionable to 
their refpective whole Botlies. 

Mr. De Croujaz gives us afterwards fome 
Mathematical D:monftrations, by which it ap- 
pears that Space, or any other Quantity, is infi- 
nitely divifible. But thefe Demonttrations ap- 
pear very needlefs ; fince Mathematicians don’t 
want them, and they that have no Skill in Ma- 
thematicks,will not be able to underftand them. 
Then follow fome Obfervations of Mr, De Crou- 
faz wpon this Mathematical Paradox ; That the 
Angle form’d by the Arch of the Circle and its 
Tangent, is lefs than any Angle formed by two 
ftrait Lines ; and that neverthelefs that Ame 
mixt Angle can increafe, without ever becoming 
equal to an Angle form’d by two ftraic Lines, 
and allo decreafe without Bounds. Mr. De 
Croufaz’s Obfervations on this Paradox deferve 
to be confidered ; but we cannot infert them 
here, without making this Abftract, too long, 
and too tedious for thofe of our Readers who 
don’t underftand Mathematicks. 

For the fame reafon, we pafs what Mr. De 
Croufaz fays to prove the Poffibility of Motion 
againft Mr. Bayle. As this celebrated Author 
lov’d to confirm his own Affertions by the Au- 
thority of learned and famous Men, he quoted 
Father Malebranche as being of the fame Opi- 
nion with him, with regard to the Being of Bodies. 
Father Malebranche, fays he, is of the /ame 
Opinion, and thinks that it is bv Faith only we can 
acquire a certain Kyowl-dze. But Mr. Arnauld, 
a Doctor of the Sorbunne, maintain’d shat what- 

ever 





Art.20. Historia LITTERARIA, 


ever F, Malebranche afferted, was fo far from 
eftablifhing a certain Knowledge, th t it rilber 
tended to introduce a moft dangerous Pyrrboni/m, 
and foew'd that this Principle of F. Malzbranche, 
Gop CANNOT DECEIVE us, is of no ufeatall in 
that Father’s Sytem, according towbich there can 
be no'Sciences either human or divine. This is 
what. Mr. Bayle faid of thofe two famous Men ; 
fo that, fays Mr. De Croufaz, this great. Re- 
medy againft Scepticifm, viz. Faith, on 
which Mr. Bayle infifts fo ‘much, is rejeéted by 
himfelf; fince he feems toapprove of Mr. 4r- 
nauld’s Objections againft F. Matebranche’s Syf- 
tem. Our Author takes this Opportunity,’ to 
fhew, that if a Propofition appears contradictory 
to our :Reafon, Faith can never make us be- 
— it, 

To believe, fays he, is to think, to have 
Ideavch the thing propofed to be belie eved. I may 
have fo good an Opinion of a Man,as to be per- 
fuaded, that what he fays is true, tho’ Idon’t 
underftand a’ Word of what heifays. But then 
I'can’t‘bélieve the Propofition he delivers to 
me, a3 long as | have'no Kea or Notion.of it, 

2,. WHEN we ‘underftand the Words that 
form! a> Prépofition, if thefe Words offer a 
Senfé' contradictory, or, if join’d togethe: 
they forth 6 Senfe ariall,»becaufe they havé nu 
Relation ‘to one another, -it is impoffible to be- 
lieve tliat Propofition, - 

Ovr Author makes then fome Obfervations 
upon what ‘is called believing ; ** That Word, 
** fays he, is very equivocal ; ufe has made it 
‘¢ fignify feveral different Things, tho’ People 
** don’t take notice of it. Sometimes to be- 
** Jieve fignifies, not to reject pofitively a Pro- 
* © pofition, as tho’ it was falfe. Thus the 
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greateft part of Mankind believe the Reli- 
gion of their Country, tho’ they never exa- 
min’d it: they don’t rejeé it pofitively, but 
they don’t know the Reafons on which it is 
grounded, | 

“ Ta believe fometimes fignifies fomething 
more. We not only don’t reject a Propofi- 
tion, but we are moreover inclined to think 
it is true: Thus we believe that our Friends 
and Relations are more worthy Men, than 
thofe with whom we are unacquainted. 

* To believe fometimes alfo fignifies to yield 
to fome Arguments, which borrow their 
whole Strength from our Prejudices; we ad- 
mit thofe Arguments without any Inquiry, 
without being fenfible of their Evidence, 
nay fometimes without underftanding the 
meaning of them, By this means we may 
indeed believe contradi€tory Propofitions 5 
that is, it will never come into our beads ta 
reject them as falfe. 

“© App to this, that all contradiétory Pro- 
pofitions have two Meanings ; when we try 
to unite thofe two Meanings, to confider 
them in one View, and to admit them both 
as true at the fame time, we can never do 
it; becaufe it is not poflible to do what is im- 
poffible. But if we confider at once but one 
of the Meanings of thofe Propofitions, we 
form an Idea of it, and admit it as true: and 


* afew Moments after we confider the other 


Meaning of it, without taking notice then of 
that we confider’d firft ; thus we admit the 
fecond alfo as true, 


s* Peter, James, and Fobn are three hu- 


¢ man Perfons, but we muft not fay therefore 


that there are three human Natures; there is 
; but 
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*¢ but one, In the fame mznner the Father, 
* the Son and the Holy Ghoft are three di- 
‘© vine Perfons; but neverthelefs there is but 
** one God. 
‘¢ Tuere was atime when the Divines ex- 
‘¢ preffed themfelves in thefe Wor’s; and it 
‘ cannot be doubted but feveral Verfons mif- 
underftood them, and believed at the fame 
time that there was but one God, and that 
there were feveral. When they confidered 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft diftin- 
guifhed as Peter, Fames, and Fobnare, they 
fell into Polytheifm. But when they were 
afked, whether there is more than one God, 
they forgot their former Opinion, and an- 
fwer’d very fincerely, that there is but one: 
but if a Perfon had infifted ftill, and defir’d 
them to reconcile their two Affertions, they 
would have refus’d to enter into that Laby- 
rinth. They confidered indeed both Quef- 
tions feparately , but they thought it a Duty, 
§ not to confider them in one View. 
“© Tuusalfo the Stoicks were fenfible of the 
Beauty of Virtue, and the Horror of Viee, 
like Perfons who were perfuaded that Man is 
a free Agent. Bur thefe fame Stoicks 


§ admitted a Fatum, and fpoke of Necef-. 


fity and the Concatenation of all Events in 
* the ftrongeft Terms. Thefe two Opinions 
¢ are inconfiftent : But the Stoicks avoided the 
‘* Trouble of perceiving that Inconfiltency, by 
“© never comparing thefe two oppofite Tenets,”® 
Thus it appears that Men may believe Contra- 
dictions, becaufe they never compare the oppo- 
fite Propofitions which they admit, 
Our Author afterwards fays, that Faith can 
never be contrary to Reafon, to which purpofe 
| Dd 
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he quotes a Paflage from Mr. Le Clerc’s Book 
intituled, Sentimens de quelques Theologiens de 
Hollande fur 0 Hiftoire Critique du Pere Simon, 
p. 337. but that Paffage is too long to be here 
inferted. He then fays, that when it happens, 
that what is called Faith and Reafon are oppo- 
fite to one another, it fhews either that we mif- 
took the Senfe of fome Paffage of the Scripture, 
or that we argued upon falfe Principles, or drew 
from true Principles falfe Confequences. In 
that Cafe we muft correct our Way of ar- 
guing ; or endeavour by the Ufe of Reafon to 
find out the true Senfe of the Paflage, which is 
mifunderftood; for a Reafon in Man is a Ray 
of the divine Reafon: when we find them oppo- 
fite, it fhews that we are miftaken in what we 
think to be dictated by one or by the other. 
Thus far our Author, but it may be very much 
queftioned whether our Athanajians will agree 
with him, If they think, that becaufe Mr, 
De Croufaz has endeavoured to anfwer Bayle’s 
Objections againft Religion, his Book may be 
very ferviceable to them to anfwer our prefent 
Hereticks or Infidels ; they are very much mif- 
taken, as may appear by what we have quoted 
fromhim, fe is a great Defender of human 
Reafon, and would bring Faith and Religion 
itfelf to that Teft. 

Our Author comes afterwards again to the 
Objections againft Motion, and folves them by 
fome Mathematical Demonftrations, to which 
we refer the Reader, He then {peaks of Void, 
and feems inclined to think there isno fuch 
thing as a Space entirely void of Matter, He 
comes afterwards to what Mr, Locke has faid, 
viz. That we don'’c know the Subftances them- 
felves, but only their Qualities and Attributes: 

and 
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and here Mr. De Croujaz endeavours to prove: 


that Matter and Space are one and the fame 
thing ; fome of his Arguments are the fame with 
thote of the Cartefians; and the others are fo in- 
tricate, that we own: we don’t underftand them, 
therefore we muft refer our Readers:to the Book 
itfelf. 

Mr. De Croufaz ‘next confiders Mr. Bayle’s 
Objections with regard. to Time; but thefe 
being trifling and meére Cavils, we need not 
enlarge upon them. We will only obferve, 
that Mr. De Croufaz fhews that we muft necef- 
farily: admit, that fomething is eternal and 
infinite; tho’ we are not able to folve all 
the Queftions that may be propofed concerning 
Eternity and Infinity. 

Our Author comes.again to Sextus, de- 
{cribes for the fifth or fixth Time the Character 
of the Scepticks, and then anfwers Sextus’s Ob- 
jetions concerning the Numbers and Unity, 
He next confiders Sextvs’s Objections againft 
what is\commonly called Good or Evil. His 
Objections are grounded chiefly on this, viz. 
that what one Man confiders as aGood, another 
looks upon as an Evil, and another is indif- 
ferent about it ; hence Sextus concludes, that 
what is good, evil, or indifferent, is not deter- 
mined by Nature, fince Men differ fo much 
about it. The Subftance of our Author’s An- 
{wer is, that the Opinion of Men is not the 
Rule of Truth; and that if they would con- 
ftantly make ufe of their Reafon, and refleé& 
ferioufly upon what they defire or fear, they 
would foon agree about what is good or evil. 
The remaining Part of this Section is taken up 
in anfwering what Sextus objects againft the 
Artsand Sciences; but all this not being very 
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material, we don’t think it neceffary to give an 
Abftraé& of it. : 

In the laft Seétion of this fecond Part, 
Mr. De Croufaz examines Sextus’s Book againft 
the Mathematicians, and here again our Author 
blends this ancient Sceptick’s Obje€tions with 
thofe of Mr. Bayle; and he repeats feveral Ob- 
fervations, which he had already made in the 


’ foregoing part of this Book ; and which are of- 


fer’?d again in the third Part, which is entirely 
levelled againit Mr, Bayle. Therefore to avoid 
Repetitions, we think it needlefs to give in this 
place an account of this Section; and this Ab- 
ftract being already long enough, we will break 
off here, and in our next Article we will give 
the Reader an account of what Mr. De Croujaz 
offers againft Mr. Bayle. 


ARTICLE XXI. 


A Specimen of Errors, Omiffions, Kc. in 
N°. Il. (containing eight Sheets) of the \ 
pretended Compleat and Accurate Tranf: | 
lation of Mr. Bayle’s DICTIONARY *, 


FALSE TRANSLATIONS OF THE LATIN, 


I. ; 
The Original. rk 
Papirius Maffo. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Papirius Matto. 
The pretended Tran/flation. 
Papirius Mafton. 
Papirius is Latin, and’ Maffon is French. 


* A Specimen of the Errors, Omiffions, ge. in No. L 
of the pretended Tranflation of Mr. Payle’s Dictionary, 
the Reader will find in this Hiferia Litteraria, No. XXI. 
o77. 292, & feq. 





in 


i ei 


Art.2t. HisTORIA LITTBERARIA, 391, 
Il. 
(D } The Original. ‘ 
emetrius}] in 2gyptiacis apud Athen. 
In libris rerum apinae apud eundem. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Demetrius’s Agyptica, quoted by Athenaus. 
The pretended Tranflation. 

P. 37. Art. ABypus, Margin. References (9) and (1). 

Demetrius UPON THE Zgyptica in Athen. 


Ill. 
The Original. 
Qu tempore patriarche raptd Sara tulerat. 
The juft Tranflation. 
The fufferings he had yndergone in the time of the Pa- 
triarch, after he bad carried off his Wife Sarab. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 39. Not. [D.] 
What he fuffer’d for rhe Rape of Sara in the Ra- 
triarch’s time. 
Where did thefe Tranflators find that Sarah wag 
ravifbed by Abimelech? 


IV. 
The Original. 
Cur hoc fecifti ? 

The juft Tranflation. 
Why did you do this? 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 39. Not. [D]. 
What haft thou done } 


V. 
The Original. 
E majoribus Caftellam Hifpanie ex parentibus Olyffipo- 
nem Lufitanie agnovit patriam. 
The juft Tranflation. 
He declared Caftile to be the Country of his An- 
~ ceftors, and Lisbon that of his Parents. t 
¢ 
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| The pretended Tranflation. 
| P. 41. Rem. 4. 

He claimed Cafti'e of Spain as the Country of his An- 
cefto:s, and O:)ffipon Lufitania as the Country of his 
parents. tas 

There are but three egregious Blunders in this fhort 
paffaze. 1. Agvofcere is tranflatedto claim. 2. Ca- 
fie of Spain, which is as‘much as if we faid Kent of 
Exgland %. They did not know what to make of 
O/sfipone Lufitanie, though:by the beginning of the 

ote they might have known that it was Lisbon in 
Portagal. 

VI. 


The Original. 
. Ariftotelis libros mirifice complexus. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Taking a particular delight’ itythe moral Writings of 
Ariftotle.. - 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 57. Rem. B. 

Finely introduced the smoral Writings of Ariftorle.’ 


VIL. 
The Original. : 
Expofitionem bujus Doctoris, accommodatam pracipue 
menti philofopbi. (i. e. Ariftotelis.) 
The juft Tranflation. 
The Commentary of this excellent Mafter, agreeable 
to the fenfé of Ariftotle. 


The pretended 'Tranflation. 
Ibid. [B). 
This great Mafter’s explanation, accommodated chiefly 
to the tafte of Philofophers. 











































































































VILL. 
The Original. 
Rudem enim effe omnino in noftris poetis aut inertifime 
fegnitia eft, aut faftidii delicatiffimi. 
The juft Tranflation. 
To be unacquainted with our poets, is owing either 
to a prodigious carelefinefs, or to too refined a de- 
licacy. The 
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The pretended — 
Ibid. Note [T}. 
If our Poets are rough and unpoli[bed, it proceeds either 
from the moft flothful neglect, or the moft delicate nice~ 
$ 


nels. | 

That Roughne/s and Unpolitene/s fhould proceed from 
the moft delicate Nicene/s, is very unaccountable; be- 
fides Nicenefs is not Englith. 


IX. 
The Original. 
Summi poete ingenium non folum arte fua, fed etiam 
dolore exprimebat. 
The juft Tranflation. 
He difplayed the Genius of 2 very great Poet, not only 
by his art, but by his grief. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 
He expreffed the Genius of 11s great Poet, not only 
by his art, but by his concern. 


X. 
The Original. 
Facileque eft remedium ubertatis ; fterilia wullo labore 
fuperantur. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Redundancy is eafily remedied; but Sterility is abfo- 
lutely incurable. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 61. Note [| K]. 


an is eafily remedied, but Barrennefs with 


great difficulty. 
XI. 
The Original. 
Effent pugnaces, qui fera bella canunt. 
The juft Tranflation. 
And combatants all thofe, who fing of Wars. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 61. Note [ ™]. 
Who War's alarms, and martial deeds indite, 
Of courfe muft be the Dev'l and all in fight. 
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Our Tranflators, by this laft burlefque Verfe, feem 
to have imagin’d, that they were tranilating Martial’s 
Epigrams, rather than Ovid’s Triftia. Befides, to indite 
War's alarms, is a ftrange unpoetical expreffion. 


XII- 
; The Original. 
Clara etiam per idem evi [patium fuere ingenia, in To- 
gatis Afranii. 
The juf? Tranflation. 
At one and the — time feveral great Genius’s arofe, 
Afranius for Comedy. 


The —— Tranflation. 
.26. Note oN). 
* ‘About the fame time flourith’d in Oratory Afranius. 

Here Clara per idem evi {patinm sboa ingenia, is 
tranflated, About the fame time flourifbed, and in toga- 
tis, in oratory; whereas Dunfter’s profe Tranflation of 
the following line in Horace, Dicitur Afrani toga con- 
veniffe Menandro, would have directed the Tranflators 
to the true meaning of togate. We fliould have re- 
commended to them Dacier’s verfion of Horace, but 
= they appear to know no more of French than of 

tin. 


XIII. 
The Original. 
An Latiz muf rion folos adytis fuis Accium & Vir- 
gilium recepére, fed eorum eh proximis, G procul # 
[ecundis facras concefflére fedes ? 


The juft Tranflation. 
Did the Latin Mufes receive not only Accius and Virgil 
into the moft fecret part of their Temple, but even 
indulged the facred feats wot only to Poets, whe were 


next to thefe in reputation, but even much inferior ta 


them? ‘ 


The pretended Tranflation. 
bid. 
Did the Latin Mufes receive not only Accius and 


Virgil into their Temple, but even Poets of am inferior 
clas. 


XIV, 
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XIV. 
The Original. 
Sunt quos Pacuviufque@ verrucofa moretur 
Antiopa, erumnis cor luctificabile fulta. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Whofe harth Antiope’s afflicted heart 
Misfortunes only ftrengthen—— 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 63. Note [P.] 
So great Antiope in grief appears, 
The tragic Tale diffolves them into tears. 
Thefe lines don’t — Perfius’s fenfe; which is, 
that fome people are pleas‘d with the rough unpolifh’d 
Tragedy of Antiopa, on account of the obfolete, tur- 
gid and affected language, of which the Satirift gives 2. 
{pecimen in the words rumnis cor ludificabile fulta. 


FALSE TRANSLATION OF THE 
ITALIAN. 


The Original. 
Nox fi chiava in quefta religione, non durara. p.25- 
The juft Tranflation. 

There is no embracing (focially) in this Religion; it 

cannot laft. 

The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 34. Nor. [4]. In Abelians. 

As much as to fay, They would break through fuch 

a precept of religion as this, in {pite of their teeth. 


FALSE TRANSLATIONS OF THE 
FRENCH. 


I. 
The Original. 
Une loy difficile au fouverain point, & d'un trés petit 
ufage. 
The juft Tranflation. 
A law inexpreflibly difficult, and of very little ufe. 
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The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 33. Rem. [44]. 
A law of great diffi ulty as to its principal point, and 
but little ix u/e. 
Here are but two miftakes in feven or eight words. 


II. 
The Original. 
Secte d’Heretiques, qui s’étoit formée 4 LA CAMPAGNE 
proche d’Hippone. 
The juft Tranflation. 
A fect of Hereticks, who took their rife in the plains 
near Hippo. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
_ P.a4. Art. ABELIANS, Text. 

..+.Who rofe in Champagne near Hippon. 

This fuppofes that Champagne was the name of a 
place in Africa. 

N.B. The old Tranflation has it much better 
in the country near Hippo. 

IIl. 
The Original. 

Elle avoit d’étranges principes, & peu propres a la 

faire durer. . 

The juft Tranflation. 

Some of its principles were very extraordinary, and 

no ways calculated to make the Sec lafting. 


The pretended Tranflation. 


id. 
They profefs’d very odd principles, and fuch as were: 
uot likely to continue long. 
N.B. The old Tranflation has it, Strange principles, 
and unfit to make a lafting ec. 


IV. 
The Original. 
Boire, & manger, coucher enfemble ; 
C’eft mariage, ce me femble. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Meat, drink, and bed in concert taken, 


Is Marriage, or Pm much miftaken. 
The 
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The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. Rem. [4]. 

Marriage confifts in eating and drinking, and lying 
together. 

As they have burlefqu’d the above Verfes from O- 
vid’s Triftibus, fo hete (befides the miftaking the Senfe) 
they have tranflated in a dull and {erious ttrain, what 
Was written in an humorous way. 

V. 
The Ovizinal. 
Les adoptions y tenoient lieu de generation. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Adoption was to them inftead of generation. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 

To adopt a child, among them, fupplied the inten« 

tion of getting one. 


VI. 
The Original. 
Céroit ruiner les efforts de autre prelat. 


The juft Tranflation. 
.. «defeated the effort of the other bifbop. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 36. In the Text of ABELLI. 
This was deftroying the attempts of azorher bifbop. 
Inftead of, the other bifbop, who was the Bp. of 
Condom mention’d juft before. 


VII. 
The Original. 
Un grand nombre de cas, dans lefquels les confeffeurs 
doivent ou refufer ou differer l'abfolution. 
The juft Tranflation. 
A great number of cafes, in which confeflors ought 
to refufe or delay abfolution. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. em. [8]. 
A great number of cafe;, in which a confeffor may 
either refute or defer abfolution. 
No. XXII. 1733. Ee VU, 
Vou. IV. 
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VII. 
The Original. 
Opinion moins probable & moins /ure. 


The juft Tranflation. 
A lefs probable and leis /afe opinion. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 
An opinion lefs probable and lefs certain. _ (This is 
nonfente.) - 


The Original. 
Il n’eft point fur que le precepte d’aimer Dieu plus 
que toutes chofes, oblige jamais par lui-méme. 


The juft Tranflation. 

We are not {ure the precept of loving God above all 

things, is ever binding in itfelf. 

The pretended Tranflation. 
, Ibid. M 

It is not certain that the precept of loving God 
above all things ob/iges us always, in virtue of itfelf. 

Ibid. Avis is tranflated, advertifiment, inftead of, 
advice, or caution; and ballet, a ball, inftead of, a 
mask, or interlude. 

X 


The Original. 
Le temple & le fepulchre d’Ofiris fervoient d’un grand 
ornement 4 cette ville, & la rendoient extréme- 
ment recommandable. 


The juft Tranflation. 
The temple and fepulcher of Ofiris were a great orna- 
ment to the city, &c. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 37. Text of ABybus (which article is tranfplac’d). 
The temple and fepulcher of Ofiris are a great orna- 
ment to this city, and recommend it extreamly. 
N.B. The old Tranflation is right here. 


XI. 
The Original. 
Au deffous de Diofpolis. . .. && 
au deffus de Piolemaide. 
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The juft Tranflation. 

Below Diofpolis. ... and 

Above Prolemais. 
The pretended Tranflation. 

Ibid. 
Above Diofpolis. . . . and 
Below Prolemais. 
N.B. They write always Abydus, inftead of Abydos. 


XII. 
The Original. 
Il releva-la prudence d’Abraham. 
The juft Traxflation. 
He heighten’d the merit of Abraham’s prudence. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 38. Not. [4]. in ABIMELECH. 
He derogates from the prudence of Abraham. 


XIII. 
The Original. 


Je ne m’étonne pas des reveries que les Juifs ont debi- 
tées fur cette avanture ; je m’¢tonnerois beaucoup plus 
de leur conduite, s’ils n’avoient pas forgé cent chi- 
méres concernant notre Abimelech. 


The juft Tranflation. 
Iam not furprifed that the Jews have publifhed /a 
many chimeras on this occafion: I fhould be much 
more fo, had they not invented a hundred wild whims 
concerning our Abimelech. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 

I am not furprifed at the fabulous accounts, which 
the Jews have publifh’d upon this tory; zor fhould I 
wonder at their conduét if they had invented a thoufand 
chimeras concerning our Abimelech. 


XIV. 
The Orizinal. 

Le Diable empéche quelquefois par fes ligatures, que 
les perfonnes mariées ne puiffent fe rendre le devoir 
conjugal. 

Ee 2 The 
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The juft Tranflation. 
The Devil fometimes employs ligatures, or charms, &c. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 
The Devil fometimes by his impediments, prevents 
married people from paying their conjugal duties. 
N.B. The old Tranflation renders it, ligatures. 





XV. 
The Original. 
Ce fut comme au temps dont parle le prophete. 
The juft Tranflation. 
It was with them, as with thofe mention’d by Efaiah 
the prophe:. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 39. Rem. [B]. 
But this muft be at the time of which Efaiah the pro- 
phet {peaks. 
XVI. 


The Original. 
Il y a longtemps que jay conceu de lindignation con- 
tre Jofephe, & contre ceux qui /épargnent fur ce 
fujet. 


The juft Tranflation. 
I have long had Jofephus, and thofe who /pare him 
on this head, in great indignation. 


The pretended Tranflation. 

Ibid. Rem. [C]. 
I have a long time conceived an indignation againft 
Jofephus, and thofe who excu/e him upon this head. 


XVII. 
~ rhe Original. 
Cette remontrance & cette ordonnance ne pouvoient 
venir que d’ux bon ceur; & meritoient que mos mo~ 
dernes priffent mieux garde a leurs paroles. 


The juft Tranflation. 

Such a remonftrance and injunction muft neceffarily 
have proceeded from good mature; therefore the Mo- 
derns fhould not have made [0 free with Abimelech’s 
character. 





The 
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The pretended Tran/flation. 
P.4. Text. 

This remonftrance and this decree muft have been 
SINCERE, and WE moderns ought to be careful not 
to mifreprefent thefe matters. 

As many words, almoft fo many blunders. 


XVIII. 
The Original. 
Si la nature vouloit paffer des petites careffes aux plus 
grandes. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Whenever nature prompts them (after toying with ano- 
ther) to indulge the utmoft of tieir wifes. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 40. Nor. [E]. 
If nature inclines she greateft men to a little indul-' 
gence. 


N.B. The old Tranflation has exprefs’d the fenfe 


much better: Thus; If zature would pafs from {mall 
careffes to greater. 


XIX. 

The Original. 
Abrabanel 4 dit quelque part. 
The juft Trazflation. 
Abrabanel fays fomewhere. 
The pretended Tran(lation. 

P. 41. Not. [B}. 
Abrabanel has iz part declared. 


N.B. The old Tranflation has render’d it, 4braba~ 
nel faid fomewhere; which is much better. 


XX. 
The Origizal. 
Dans la Pouille. 
The juft Tranflation. 
In Apulia. 
Ihe pretended Tranflation. 

P. 42. Text. 
In Puglia. 
Ee 3 
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XXI. 
The Original. 
Bifayeul du patriarche Abraham. 


The juft Tranflation. 
Great-grandfather to the patriarch Abraham. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 44. Rem. [4]. 
Great-uncle of the patriarch Abraham. 
The old Tranflation is right. 


XXII. 
The Original. 


Cedrenus fait mourir Haran pour une ¢res mauvaife 
caufe. 


The juft Tranflation. 
According to Cedrenus, Haran died for a very bad 


caufe. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 45. Not. [B]. - 
Cedrenus afcribes the death of Haran to a very uz~ 


likely caufe. 
XXIII. 


The Orizinal. 
Il feroit bien étrange, que le chef ne fe fut corrompu 
que dans le pais ou il fe refugia. 
The juft Tranflation. 
It would be very furprifing, that the religious Princi- 
ples.of the chief of the family, fhould be corrupted 
in that very country whither he fled for refuge. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. Not. [C). 

It would be very ftrange, if its head fhould not have 
been tainted with it, tillin that very country, to which 
they fled for refuge. 

XXIV. 
The Original. 
fun dit qu’Abraham a regné a Damas. 
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The juft Tranffation. 
One of thefe tells us that Abraham reigned in Da- 
mafcus. 






The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. Not. [D]. 
Oxe fays, that Abraham reigned at Damas. 


XXV. 
The Original. 
Mais i/ faloit prendre garde. 
The juft Tranflation. 
But they (the authors before mention’d) fhould have 
obferv’d. 










The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 
But we muft carefully obferve. 


XXVI. 
The Original. 
- A certains ézards il femble dire des chofes bien diffe- 
rentes; mais 4 d’autres égards il ne tend qu’a un 
méme but. 










The juft Tranflation. 
In certain refpects the author feems to fay things of a 
very different nature: but in others they have all 
the fame tendency. 






The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. Not. [E}. 
In one light it feems to contradiéé itfelf,; but in ano- 
ther that is very confiftent. 


XXVII. 
The Original. 
Son commentaire fur Ciceron eft un ouvrage dun 
grand travail; lcs analyfes de logique y font bonnes 
& exactes. 










The juft Tranflation. 
His Commentary on Cicero is a very laborious work ; 
the logical analyfes thereof are valuable and accurate. 


Ee 4 The 
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The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 47. Not. [4]. in ABRAM. 
His Commentary on Cicero is a work of great la- 
bour ; his analyfis of logick is good and exact. 
This fuppofes that they were two diftin& works. 


XXVIII. 
The Original. 
Ce Jefuite a fuppléé, en foixante & onze vers Grecs de 
{a fagon, Vhiftoire de la femme adultere. 
The juft Tranflation. 
This Jefuit has added threefcore and eleven Greek 


verfes to compleat the hiftory of the Adulterous wo- 
man. 





B 


thele 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid 


id. 

This Jefuit has fupplied in feventy one Greek verfes, 
after bis maxner, the hiftory of the adulterefs. 

We muft defire thefe Tranflators not to render the 
words, de fa fagon, after his manner, as they do 
always; but in another manner. 


XXIX. 
The Original. 
Martin Schoockius, dont le fort étoit une vate & pro- 
digieufe lecture. 





The juft Tranflation. 
Martin Schoockius, who was remarkable chiefly for his 
prodigious reading. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 47. Not. [B]. in ABRAM. 
Martin Schoockius, whofe principal employ was an 
immente and prodigious reading. 





XXX. 
The Original. 
Les notes qu’il y a jointes font peu de chofe. 
The juft Tranflation. 
His notes are of very little valpe, 
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The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 47. Note [4]. in ABSTEMIUS. 
The notes, which he has added to it, are but few. 


XXXI. 
The Original. 
On y trouve neanmoins autre chofe. 
The juft Tranflation. 
However it informs us alfo. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 48. Note [C]. 
But we find it otherwife. 


N.B. The old Tranflation has rendered it: Never- 
thelefi other things are found in it. 


XXXIL 
The Original. 
La pierre xoire. 


The jf Tranflation. 
la 


The black Stone. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 49. Text in ABUDHADE. 
The black Marble. 


XXXII. 
The Original. 
Perfonne ne venoit faire fes Devotions 4 la pierre, 
quwils avoient chez eux. 
The juft Tranflation. 
No body came to pay their devotion to the ftone iz 
their poffeffion. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 
No one came to py their devotions to the ftone, 
which they preferv'd. 
XXXIV. 
The Original. 
Laodice. 
Be juft Tranflation. 
aodice. 
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The pretended Tranjflation. 
P. 52. Text of ACAMAS. 
Laodicea: inftead of Laodice. 
This miftake is feveral times repeated. 


XXXV. 
The Original. 
De lui demander affiftance pour un des plus preffans 
befoins. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Beg her affiftance in an affair of a moft urgent na- 
ture. 


The pretended Tranflation. 


Ibid. 
To beg her affiftance in am affair of the utmoft im- 


portance. 
XXXVI. 
The Original. 
Ayeule paternelle d Acamas. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Graxdmother by the Father's fide to Acamas. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 
Fithra, Aunt of Acamas by the Mother's fide. 
A double Blunder ! 


XXXVILI. 
The Original. 
]) demanda permiffion @a/ller faire un tour chez lui. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Defired leave to vifit his own Country. 
The pretended Tranflation. 

.§3. Text. 

He demanded Permiffion to return home. 


XXXVI. 
The Original. 
Meurfius cité par Meziriac, qui REPREND cette faute 
dans fes Commentaires fur les Epitres d’Ovide. 


The 








o 
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The juft Trauflation. 
Meurfius cited by Meziriac, who cENsURES this 
miftake in his Commentary on Ovid’s Epiftles. 


The pretend:d Tranflation. 

P. 53. Marg. Refer. (5). 

Meurfius. . . cited by Meziriac, who REPEATS THE 
fame miftake in his Comment on Ovid’s Epiftles. 


XXXIX. 
The Original. 
On les fomma de fe trouver 4 expedition de Troye. 
The juft Tranflation. 
They were fummoned to go to the Siege of Troy. 








ans 








The pretended Tranf)ation. 
P. 54. Text of ACARNANIA. 
They were fummoned to accompany the Expedition 


to Troy. - 


The Original. 
Voici une conjecture dont je ne fuis pas content. 


The juft Tranflation. 
Here follows a conjecture I am not fatisfied with. 








The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 55. Rem. [C]. 

I am not fatisfied with this conjecture. 

This turn of the pbrafe makes the words relate to 
what goes before, namely, the explication of Erafmus, 
which Mr. Bayle approves; whereas he {peaks here of 
a conjecture of his own which he propofes immedi- 
ately after. 











XLI. 
The Original. 
Tacite, qui a compris fans doute bien des defauts fous 
le terme de profefforia lingua, n’en eut point exclu 
CELUI dont je parle s'il L’avo1T CONNU. 






The juft Tranflation. 

Tacitus, who doubtlefs included a great number of 
faults in the word profefforia lingua, would have 
mentioned that I now {peak of, had it been practifed 
in his age. 

Tie 
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The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 56. Rem. [4]. of ACCARISI. 
Tacitus, who doubtlefs comprehended many defects 
under the phrafe profe/foria lingua, would not have ex- 
cluded HIM of wHoM I fpeak, if he had known HIM. 
N.B. Here a defect is miftaken for 2 Man. 


XLIE 
The Original. 
L& communions a plus petits benefices n’ignorent pas 
les effets de cette humeur. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Nor are the Chriftian Societies, where the benefices 
are of fmall income, unacquainted with the effects 
of this ambulatory difpofition. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 
The Chriftian Societies, which belong to the fmaller 
benefices, are fenfible of the effects of this humour. 


XLII. 
The Original. 
Voila le fuccés de tant de follicitations, & de gratifi- 
cations. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Such was the ill fuccefs, the Duke of Parma had, after 
having fo long folicited Accarifi to come to his Court, 
not to mention the gratifications be made him. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 
This was the Succefs of all that Sollicitation aud 
Brivery: 


N.B. The Salary of a Profeffor they call Bribery. 


XLIV. 
The Origixal. 
Ferdinand I. mourut en l’année 1609. & Ferdinand IT 
facceda A SON PERE in 1621. 
The juft Tranflation. 

Ferdinand the firft died in 1609, and Ferdinand the 

fecond fucceeded Exs FATHER in 1621. 
The 
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The pretended Tranflation. 
id 


bid. 
Ferdinand [. died in 1609. and Ferdinand II. fuc- 
ceeded HIM in 1621. 
N.B. This is falfe, Ferdinand II. fucceeded his Fae 
ther Cofme, who fucceeded Ferdinand the firft. 


XLV. 
The Original. 

On pretend qu’il s’appropria les legons de Jean Argy- 
ropylus, & qu’il en batit le Commentaire qu’il pu- 
blia fur la Morale d’Ariftote, fans rendre 4 chacun 
ce qui lui apartenoit. 

The juft Tranflation. 

*Tis afferted that he arrogated to himfelf the Lectures 

- of Joannes Argyropylus, and drew from thence the 
Commentary which he publifhed on Ariftotle’s E- 
thicks, affuming to himfelf the property of others. 

The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 57. Note [B].. 
It is afferted, that he borrowed his Commentary on 

Ariftotle’s Ethicks, without acknowledging the Debt. 


XLVI. 
The Original. 
Cefar fut Poéte de fort bonne beure. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Cefar was a Poet very early. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 59. Note [B]. 
Cexefar had a happy Genius for Poetry. 
N.B. The old Tranflation, Cefar was an early 


Poet. 
XLVI. 
The Original. 

Le bon Pierre Crinitus. 

The juft Tranflation. 

Petrus Crinitus. 

The pretended Tranflation. 

P. §9.. Note [D]. 

The good Father Crinitus. 
XLVIIL. 





410 


Historia LITTERARIA. N°. XXII. 


XLVIIL. 
The Original. 
Pacuvius y trouva @’ux coté beaucoup de grandeur & 
de cadence, & de lautre beaucoup de dureté & de 
crudité. 


The juft Tranflation. 
Pacuvius told him, his verfe was lofty and fonorous, 
but at the fame time very harth and crude. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. Note [K]. 

Pacuvius found it to be partly very Sublime and 
Poetical, and partly very Rough and Indigefted. 

N.B. The old Tranflation has render’d it, Pacuvius 
found ON THE ONE siDE @ great Sublimity and Ca- 
dence, and ON THE OTHER SIDE @ great deal of 
Roughne{s and Rawnefs in it. 


XLIX. 
The Original. 


Voila le fexs que je donne 4 ces paroles de la lettre qui 
fut écrite par Paquier. 
The juft Tranflation. 
This I take to be the fenfe of the Letter which Paquier 
writ. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 64. Rem. [4]. 
After this manner Pafquicr expregrd bhimfeif in a 
Letter, &c. ' 


The Original. 
Fe feray comme la veuve du Catftillan, qui ne vouloit 
vendre fon cheval fans fon chat. 


The juft Tranflation. 
Til a& as the Caftilian Widow did, who wou'd not 
{ell ber Horfe without ber Cat. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. ; 
I ad as the Widow of a certain Caftilian, who 
would not fell is Horfe without bis Cat. 
I O MIS- 
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OMISSIONS. 


"eh 
The . Original. 
Il fe paffe donc du tems, avant qu’on en vienne [a. 
The juft Tranflation. 
Now it is fome Years before they get thus far. 
= fear Tranflation. 


In the pretended Tranflation, p. 33. Note [44], 
col. 2. 1. 12. that whole Line is omitted. 


Il. 
The- Original. 

Peut-étre avoit on dit du Jurifconfulte Bulgarus ce 
qu’Accurfe, trompé par ces corruptions de nom, 
atribua 4 Petrus Bailardus. 

The juft Tranflation. 

Poffibly thofe particulars had been [poken of Bulgarus the 
Lawyer, which Accurfius, mifled by the Corruption of 
that Name, afcrib’d to Petrus Bailardus. 


The pretended Tranflation. 


Ibid 1. 18. 
This whole Sentence is omitted. 


III. 
The Original. 
Per feculorum millia ...gens eterna eft. 


The juft Tranflation. 
Who have exifted for thoufands of Ages. 


The pretended Tranflation. 


P. 34. Not. [4]. of the Article ABELIANS, 
col. 2. |. 29. 


Thefe Words are omitted. 


IV. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 36. 1.14. Text. 
Two Lines are omitted, which fhould immediately 
follow the words, Dr. of Divinity of the Faculty of 
aTIS, 
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Paris, viz. Il fut fait Evéque de Rhodez, lorfque 
Mr. de Peréfixe, precepteur du Roi, monta a I’arche- 
véché de Paris. He was made Bifhop of Rhodex, when 
Mr. de Perefixe, the King’s Preceptor, was raifed to the 
Archiepifcopal See of Paris. 
V. 

The pretended Tranflation. 

P. 40. Marg. Note [/]. 

The following original Quotation is entirely omitted: 
Ifaacus Geraras annone caufa profedus, Dei numine 
conjugis pudicitiam ab Abimelechi regis libidine intaam 
fervat. 

VI. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. gr. |. x. Texte. 

After the words, born at Lisbon, is omitted what 

follows in the original, viz. in the year 1437. 


VIL. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. Note [B.] 


After thefe words, they take him for King Alphonfo, 
this Sentence is omitted: According to Nicholas An- 
tonio, a very different Abrabanel is there [poken of. 


VIII. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 43. Not. (N]. 
Thefe words in the Quotation from Buxtorf, Ex 
Hifpania in bas terras veniens, are omitted in the 
Tranflation. 


IX. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
p. 45- Note [14.] 
The Tranflation of thefe words, Qui elegifti eum de 
igne Chaldeorum, is omitted. 


X. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. Note [C). : 
After the words, if be converted any of them, this 
Sentence is omitted, during his ftay in Haran. si 
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XI. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
.46. Note [EF]. 
After the words, difputing concerning bis Salvation 
and Damnation, thefe are omitted: The Affumption of 
Abraham was a fuppofititious Piece. 


XII. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Id. Ibid. 
The word, /uppofititious, is omitted before the 
words, work of the Creation. 


XIII. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 47. Note [B] in the Article ABSTEMIUS. 
After the words, be gave the Prieft full Abjolution, 
the Latin original is omitted, viz. quo dicfo tam faceto 
permotus epifcopus homini veniam dedit. 


XIV. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 48. Note [B]. in ABUCARAS. 

After the word édw38s, there is an omiffion of, dux 
vie adverfus Acephalos, i.e. a guide egainft the Ace- 
phali. 

XV. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 49. Note ta 
After the words, Voffius.... allows him the ftyle and 
title of Prince of Syriay Affyria, and Perfia, thefe wards 
are omitted, as does aljo Simlerus; and by that omi- 
fion what follows, HE comes pretty near the truth, gc. 
refers to Voffius, though it is meant of Simlerus. 


XVI. 
The — Tranflation. 
P. 50. Text of ABULFEDA. 


Inftead of, Abulfeda had been in England, it fhould 
be, had been PRINTED in England. 
No. XXII. 1733. Ff XVII. 
Von. IV. 
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XVII. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 52. Note [4] in ACAMAS, 
After the words, chiefly to deliver the good old Lady, 
there isan omiffion of, their Grandmother, 


XVUI. 
The pretended Tranflation, 
Ibid. 
After. the words, having been educated by ZEthra, 
there is this omiffion, ‘and not brought up in the open 
Air, The original is, ¢ non pas nourri 2 la belle 


étoile. 
XIX. 
The Original. 
Je n’oferois decider ‘fi ‘la mere'd’Acamas étoit Phedre 
" cu Ariadne. . Nous parlercns dans la Remarque [D 
de quelques autres Acamas, fur lefquels Mr. Moreri 
seft comporté 4 fon ordinaire. 


The juft Tranflation. 

{dare not determine whether Acamas was fon to Phedra 
or Ariadne. “We fhall take notice in the remark 
[D} of fome other Acamas’s,whom Moreri has treat- 
ed with his ufual inaccuracy. a 


The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 54. Text of ACAMAS. 

I will not pretend to determine whether Phedra or 
Ariadne was thie Mother of Acamas, upon which point 
Mr. Moreri behaves as ufual. 

Thefe words of the original, We foall take notice in 
shé remark [D) of fowe ctker Acanas’s, are omitted ; 
and by that omiTion Mr Bayle’s fenfe is perverted : 
For his criticiffr upon Moreri is made to fall upon the 
Queftion, Whetter Ph: dra or Ariadne was the Mother 
of Acamas, whereas it yelates to the ether Acamas’s 
mention’d in Rem. [D], 


INVERSION OF ORDER. 


The pretesded Tranfiation. 
_ABYDUS befofe ‘ABLMELECH, and feveral other 
Articles, which should precede it in order, ~“’ 
IG- 
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IGNORANCE IN POINT OF LEARNING. 


ee 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 33. Note [4.4]. 

Fames Philip of Bergame, inftead of Facobus Philippus 
Bergamenfis, as he is always called by. the Learned. 
Befides, it is Bergamo, as in the old Tranflation, and 
not Bergame 5 for it is a City in Italy. 










Il. psf 
The pretended Tranflation. 

P. 34. Text of ABELIANS. 

Hippon, inftead of Hippo, in Africa. 








If. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. Note [4]. 
Effenians, infteat of Effenes, aSeé amiong the Jews: 


IV. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 36. Text itm ABELLY. 
The Life of Mr. ViNcENT, inftead. of Vincent de 
Paul; which fuppofes that his furname was Vincent,’ 
whereas it was Only his Chriftian Name. 












V. 
The pretended Tranflatiow. 
P. 37. Text in ABYDUS. 
John Leon, inftead of John Leo. _ Ie is repeated 
again in Note [E] of the fame Articles. 


VI. 
o. Margin. Note c fi]. 

Turflin: Pt Epift. Hip. inftext of EPtome Hi. 

This error was copied, from the old Tranflation ; 

and our modern Under raker$ had not learning énough’ 

x corre it, 










vii 





fx 
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Vil. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 41. Lx. Text. 
Rabin, for Rabbi; and fo in many other places. 


VIII. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
bid. Not. (C]. 
Don Nicholas Antonio’s Bibliotheca Hifpana, is called 
in two places Bibliotheque d E/pagne ; which,fhews that 
the Tranflators thought it to be a French Book. 


IX. 
The — Tranflation. 
P. 47. Note [B] in ABRAM. 
Our famous Dr. Cave is called there, and in feveral 
other places, Mr. Cave. 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid ” 


id. 
Aubert le Mire, inftead of Aubertus Miraus, asheis 
always called among the Learned. 


XI. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 48. Text in ABUCARA. 
Father Turrien, inftead of Turrian; and fo evety 
where elfe. “a 


The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid 


id. 
Bafilus the Macedonian, inftead of Bafilius. 
XIII. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. 
The Emperor Michel, inftead of Michael. 


XIV. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
bi 


Ibid. | 
“The Colleétion of the Fathers, inftead of the Biblio. 
theca Patruam, as it is always called by the —— 
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XV. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
Ibid. Note [4]-in ABUCARAS. 
Bithop of Charron in Mefopotamia, inftead of Charran. 


XVI. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 49. Fext of ABULFEDA-: 
F. Gravius, inftead of Greaves; and fo in every 
place where he is mention’d. 


XVII. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 50. Note [B] in ABULPHARAGE. 
Mar Gregorius is tranflated Mar. Gregory, as if Mar 
was the contraction of a name; whereas the Note 
[F] would have fhewn that it was only a title of Ho- 
nour. This miftake is feveral times repeated. 


XVIII. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. 52. Note [4] in ABUMUSLIMUS. 
Peter de la Vaile, initead of Pietro della Valle : 
fuppofed him to be a French, inftead of an Italian 
Aathor. This miftake is repeated. 


XIX. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P. $3. ‘Text. 
Phillis every where, inftead of Phyllis. 


XX. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
bid. Not. [D}. 

Matthieu Palmieri, inftead of Matteo Palmieri. 
Matthieu is the French of Matthew; which fhews 
that they imagin’d Palmieri tobe a Frenthman. This 
miftake is repeated again. 


XXI. 
The pretended Tranflation. 
P Text. 


Zenobius, for Zenobio. The former is no Italian 
name. ~ XII 
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XXII. 
The pretended mech 


- P. 59. Note [C]. 
Didafcalia, inftead of Didafcalica. The fame error 
is repeated. 


LONDON. 


HE Authot of the Anaales Typographici, finding 

a Complaint made by the Perfons who haye 
already bought the preceding Volumes in large Paper, 
that Mr. Humbert will not let them have the laft, 
lately printed, in the fame large Paper, unlefs they buy 
over again, what they have already bought; thinks 
himfelf obliged to declare, that he has no hand in this 
Proceeding, and that he himfelf is a fufferer by it; 
having been refufed to have more than two Copies in 
large Paper for his own Ufe, though he had bargain’d 
for Four; fot which Four Mr. Hambert was to be 
paid, as he has been for the Two. The Author be- 
fides is forry to find the Title, which he had prefix’d 
to this Supplemental-Volume, alter’d. 

THEREFORE, in’ order to gratify fuch Perfons as 
have already purchafed the foregoing Volumes in large 
Paper’; “tis: propofed, that, if they, who have pur- 
chafed the fame, will be pleas’d to fend their Names 
to Mr. Prevost, and the Number can anfwer the 
Charges, this Supplemental Volume fhall be printed 
for them in large Paper at the fame Price as the others 
have been Sold. 

’T 1s befides advifed, that the Index to alt the Vo- 
lumes (now ready for the Prefs) fhall alfo be printed 
here very foon, without farther Delay: of which Index 
no Copies in large Paper fhall be printed, but fuch as 
fhall be fub{cribed for. 


(For want of room, we are obliged to defer. the 
Litterary News to the next Number.) 





